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APPENDIX E

CONVERSIONS
Centigrade (°C * 1.8) +32 Fahrenheit
Fahrenheit (n°F * .5556)-17.8 Centigrade
Centimeters 0.03281 Feet
Centimeters 0.3937 Inches
Cubic Feet _ 002832 _ __ Cubic Meters
T Cubic Meters 3531 Cubic Feet
Decimeters 0.1 Meters
Feet 30.48 Centimeters
" Feet 0.3048 Meters
Feet 18,940.0 Miles
" Tnches 254 Centimeters |
Inches 0.0254 Meters
Inches 0.02778 Yards
Meters 100.0 Centimeters
| _ Metes 3281 _ __ Feet _ _
Meters 3937 Inches
Meters 0.0006214 Miles
Meters 1.094 Yards
Meters/Sec 3.281 Feet/Sec
| Miles 52800 _ Feet  _
Miles 1,609.0 Meters
Miles 1,760.0 Yards
Pounds 0.4536 Kilograms
Yards 0.9144 Meters
Yards 0.0005682 Miles







TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Code Sheet

APPENDIX F

Habitat Unit Survey Large Woody Debris Survey
- Unit Type N T Unit Category A Piece Type
P -POOL 1 - Primary Unit L-Log
R - RIFFLE (>50% wetted stream width) R - Rootwad
C - CASCADE 2 - Secondary Unit
T - TAILOUT (< 50% wetted stream width) - :
S - SUB-SURFACE|| || 3 - Side Channel Piece Length by Zone W
O - OBSCURED (isolated by an island. Island = length
W - WETLAND is 2x BFW + perennial vegetation Furthest extent the piece influences:
Zone 1 - W/in Wetted Channel
— A Zone 2 - W/in Bankfull Channel
Factors contributing Code Zone 3 - Above Bankfull Channel
to pool information  Zone 4 - Outside Bankfull Channel |
Log(s) 5
Rootwad(s) -2 Piece Stability
Debris Jam - 3 R - Root System
Roots of standing 4 B - Partially Buried (> 50% dia.)
tree(s) or stump(s) P - Pinned or Pegged
Rock or Boulder(s) 5
Bedrock outcrop 6 U - Unstable
Channel bedform 7
Scour associated with 8 4 Wood Type ) Pool Form Function
resistant banks
Artificial bank 9 C - Conifer (see BFW / m2 / RPD table)
Beaver dam 10 D - Deciduous
U - Unknown Y -Yes
. Other 1) \_ - N - No
Minimum Minimum
BFW / M?/RPD Table Bankfull Width Unit Surface Area Residual Pool Depth
(m) (m?) (m)
* Habitat Unit Survey
-Unit Identification; Lumping 00-25 0.5 0.10
and Splitting Criteria 25-50 1.0 0.20
* LWD Survey 5.0-10.0 2.0 0.25
- Pool Forming Function 10.0-15.0 3.0 0.30
15.0 - 20.0 4.0 0.35
>20,0 5.0 0.40

Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission, 6730 Martin Way E., Olympia, WA 98506 (206) 438-1181 ext. 332
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APPENDIX G

TFW Ambient Monitoring Stream Seg

menlt Summary 1332

Stream Segment Identification ¢ FilelID: 20 )
Stream name: DESCHUTES R, Wall name: WALl #:
WEIA number: 13,0028 Segment number: 18
Fiver mile: 39.3 to 26.6
Stream Segment Characteristivcs
Gradient category: 2 Confinement: U Stream order: 4
Avg bankfull width: 20.2 M Avg bankfull depth: 0.4 M Width / depth: 46.€6
Segment length: Z615.0 M Upper elevation: S50 F Lower elevaticon: 510 F
Fesource Zondition Indice Summary
Fercent pools = S1.B% rated as a GDOD ¢ »>=50% ) habitat conditien
In—-channel LWD pieces / bankfull width = 3.11 rated unkwn target value of
Average canopy closure: 23 %
Habitat Unit Summary Information
Habitat Units per Kilometer = 0. 54
% Total % Mean Maximum
Freq Total Area (M™2)  Total EFPD (M) FEFD (M)
Fools S0 47 .2 18120.1 S51.8 0.61 270
Fiffles <40 37.7 15011.7 4.9
Cascades 15 14.2 1748. 6 S.0
Tailout 1 0.3 i09.1 0.3
Total 106 34989.4
Factors Contributing to Poosl Formation
“ Area “WTotal
Factor Descripticon Freg Total CM™20 Area
1 Laog (s) 4 8.0 g832.0 4.3
2 rmotwad (s) 15 20.0 3397.3 13.3
2 Debris jam 10 20.0 288B8.9 21.5
E Foots of standing trees or stumps pe 4.0 &73.2 3.7
o Focki{s) or boulder (52 1 2.0 219.1 2.9
& Bedrock outcrop 4 8.0 1203.3 6.7
7 Channel bedform O Q.0 Q.0 a0
g Scour associated with resistant banks a8 1.0 3371.2 18.6
= Artificial bank protection G 0.0 0.0 .0
10 Eeaver Dam O 0.0 0.0 0.0
11 Other O 0.0 0.0 0.0
Freqg Length Freq Lenath
Subsur face flow Q 0.0 Main channel 76 ZE15.0
Obscured flow 0 0.0 Serondary th 16 4432, 3
Wetland Q Q.0 Side channel 14 a21.1
Total Q 0.0 Total 106 232B0.0
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LARGE WOODY DEBRIS SURVEY MODULE

Introduction

Large woody debris (LWD) is an important component of stream channels in the Pacific Northwest. i
It plays an integral role in the formation of channel morphology and fish habitat. Logs and |
rootwads enter stream channels due to bank cutting, blowdown, and mass wasting. Once in the

channel, the effect of LWD is related to the size, stability and longevity of the individual pieces, and
to the tendency of wood to collect in large accumulations known as debris jams (Figure 1).

Figure 1. CSS Field Tech. Joe Apfel surrounded by a large debris jam on West Fork Taneum Creek.

Large woody debris influences channel morphology in several ways. Pools often form in associa-
tion with LWD, due to adjacent scouring or impoundment of water behind channel-spanning pieces.
Large woody debris often traps and stores sediment, having a moderating affect on sediment trans-
port rates. In steeper, smaller channels, it often forms distinct steps that capture sediment on the
upstream side and dissipate energy as the flow drops over the step.

Large woody debris plays an important biclogical role in Pacific Northwest streams, creating and
enhancing fish habitat in streams of all sizes (Bisson et al., 1987). Pools formed in association with
LWD often provide deep, low velocity habitat with cover. This habitat is beneficial for a variety of
salmonid species and life history stages, particularly those that over-winter in stream channels.
Large woody debris also functions to retain spawning gravel in high energy channels and provides
thermal and physical cover.

1994 TFW Ambient Monitoring Manual Large Woody Debris - 3




The nature and abundance of large woody debris in a stream channel reflects past and present
recruitment rates. This is largely determined by the age and composition of past and present adja-
cent riparian stands. Activities that disturb riparian vegetation, including timber removal in riparian
areas, can reduce LWD recruitment. In addition, current conditions also reflect the past history of
both natural and management-related channel disturbances, such as flood events, debris flows,
splash damming, and stream cleanout.

Qur understanding of the function of large woody debris in stream channels is still developing. To
help increase the state of knowledge regarding LWD distribution and characteristics in Washington
streams, Peterson et al. (1992) recommend expanding the type and amount of information collected
in LWD monitoring and inventory surveys.

Purpose of the Large Woody Debris Survey Module

The purpose of the large woody debris survey module is to:

1. Provide a means of accurately documenting the current abundance and characteristics of
large woody debris in stream channels.

2. To provide a repeatable methodology that can be used to monitor changes in the status of
large woody debris over time.

3. To provide information on the abundance, size and function of large woody debris that is
suitable for use in the Watershed Analysis cumulative effects assessment procedure.

4, To improve our knowledge of the distnibution and characteristics of large woody debris in
Pacific Northwest streams.

Large Woody Debris Survey Methodology

This method is designed to be used in conjunction with the Stream Segment Identification and
Reference Point Survey modules. Please refer to these modules if you have not completed them.
This section describes procedures for identifying and measuring large woody debris and large debris
jams. Two options are provided for collecting information on logs and rootwads. The Level 1
method is least intensive and does not require measurement of individual pieces of wood. It is
designed to collect a minimal amount of information on LWD rather rapidly and generate informa-
tion on the abundance and size class of LWD suitable for Watershed Analysis Level 1. The more
intensive Level 2 method involves taking measurements on individual pieces of wood. This method
is more time consuming, however it provides detailed information on attributes such as diameter,
length, volume, channel location, wood type and stability that is suitable for Watershed Analysis
Level 2. Please record all measurements in metric units to reduce confusion and streamline data
processing.
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Information and Equipment Needed

In order to complete the Ambient Monitoring large woody debris survey, it is necessary to have
previously identified a survey segment (see stream segment identification module). It is also desir-
able to have established reference points (see the reference point survey module) so that large woody
debris and debris jams can be associated with permanent reference locations.

You will need the following equipment:

*Fiberglass tape (metric)

*Stadia rod (metric)

*Calipers, Biltmore Stick, Logger's tape {metric)
*Electronic or Optical rangefinders (metric)
Large Woody Debris survey Form 4.1 or 4.2
Large Debris Jam survey Form 5

Number 2 pencils

Clip board or form holder

Field notebook

Field guide to tree identification (to help distinguish coniferous and deciduous species)
Hip boots or waders

First aid supplies

(* calibration required)

Calibration

Calibration of field measurement equipment is the first task before the start of the survey season,
and for some types of equipment at the start of each survey day. Calibration information should be
recorded and a copy incorporated with your project files.

All linear measurement equipment is calibrated against a designated 50 meter fiberglass tape (a 30
meter tape will work if it the longest or best you have). To designate your calibration standard tape,
choose the newest equipment that does not have any breaks or splices for its entire length. The
accuracy of the calibration standard is determined by comparing it to other tapes that are not spliced
or broken. Once you have designated a fiberglass tape, identify it as such by writing “Calibration
Standard” in permanent marker on the housing and include the date.
To calibrate other equipment to your standard, find an open area and roll out the tape in a straight
line with the zero end anchored. The Large Woody Debris Survey Module has several pieces of
equipment which need to be calibrated at least once per year as follows:

Fiberglass Tape: Anchor the zero ends at the same point as the calibration standard and run the
tape out completely. Return to the zero end. While holding both tapes taught, proceed along the
tapes and compare markings at each 0.1 meter for two meters and at each meter mark for the rest of
the length. Note any damage such as breaks or splices and repair or replace them if necessary.
Using a permanent marker, write “Calibrated” on the housing of the equipment and include the date.
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Stadia Rod: Place the stadia rod parallel to the calibration standard with the zero ends at the same
point. Check the accuracy of the markings to the 0.01 meter level for the first 2 meters and the rest
at the 0.1 meter level. Check the rod for damaged and illegible markings. Locking buttons are often
replaceable if they no longer function properly. Illegible markings can be fixed by permanent mark-
er if not too severe. Avoid using any correction factors for damaged equipment.

Log Calipers, Biltmore Sticks, Logger's tape (metric): Log calipers are checked against the
calibration standard tape at the centimeter level. Also, inspect the equipment for damage or mis-
aligned blades. Biltmore sticks and logger's tapes must be checked with similar equipment and
cross-checked with the log caliper readings. '

Electronic and Optical rangefinders (metric): Electronic rangefinders must be calibrated daily
and optical rangefinders must be calibrated at least twice daily and more if needed. Use your calibra-
tion standard tape and check the accuracy of your instruments at 5, 15, and 30 meter intervals.
Adjust instruments according to manufacturer guidelines and stated accuracy ranges.

Identifying Large Woody Debris

For the purposes of the large woody debris survey module, there are three types of LWD; logs,
rootwads and large debris jams. Somewhat different information is collected for each type, so the
first step is to identify the type of piece being observed.

How to Identifv a Log

To qualify as a log, a piece of wood must (Figure 2a):

1. be dead (or imminently dying with no chance of survival),

2. - have a root system that is wholly or partially detached and is no longer capable of supporting
the log’s weight;

3. have a diameter of at least 10 ¢ for at least 2 meters of its length, and;

4. intrude into the bankfull channel.

This criteria is based on the definition of LWD used by Bilby and Ward (1989; 1991), and is com-
patible with the Watershed Analysis LWD assessment procedure. Pieces that meet the minimum
length and diameter criteria above are classified as logs regardless of whether or not they have roots
attached.

Individual stems that have grown in a cluster and meet at the base may be counted as separate pieces
if they meet the minimum length and diameter criteria. Branches that are attached to the trunk of
the tree should not be counted regardless of their size. Trees or logs which have been broken into
smaller pieces are counted as separate if they meet minimum criteria. Use the "pick-up" technique to
help determine if they are separate. To do this, imagine a crane picking-up one of the broken pieces;
if the other piece did not remain attached, it would be counted separately. This technique can also be
used to determine the length of an extensively rotted log or rootwad,
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Take diameter agoss midpoint

v

> 2m

H

Fig. 2a OG
Griteria: I)mustbedeadordeamislmnwmmomanceofwnﬁval]
}rootsmmtmlongerwppmmwefgmofmebg
3) 10cm diameter for at least 2m
re log length to bottom of rootwad if attatched
4) must lmudeonbanh‘i.ﬂl channel
<—— < 2Mm
ROOTWAD
Criteria: 1) roots must be detatched: either it has fallen over or it
hasmeabirwmfallwer stemn ——>

2} length less than 2 meters
3} diameter where stem meets roots greater than 20 an
4] must intrude on bankfilll channel

Fig.2.b Take dlameter where

Figure 2. Criteria for large woody debris.

How to Identify a Rootwad

Rootwads are pieces of wood with a root system that do not meet the minimum length criteria for a
log. To qualify as a rootwad, a piece (Figure 2b}),

1.

w

must be less than 2 meters long (except for old-growth stumps) and have a root system
attached;

must be at least 20 cm diameter at the base of the stem where it meets the roots;

must have roots that are detached from their original position on the floodplain or terrace;
and/or the rootwad has the ability to fall over; and

must intrude into the bankfuil channel.
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Old stumps are often found along the banks of stream channels running through areas that were
harvested in the past. Often the stream has cut into the bank, exposing the roots of these standing
stumps. The exposed roots are within the bankfull channel, and may have an influence on channel
morphology. However, to maintain consistency with Bilby and Ward (1989; 1991), stumps with
root systems that are still anchored in their original position on the floodplain or terrace are not
counted as rootwads. This factor can be difficult to determine especially if the piece is still in an
upright position and the root system is buried. If this is the case, you must determine if the piece was
originally anchored at a higher level but was undercut by the stream action and eventually recruited
into the bankfull channel. If you are unsure that the stump is in its original position, don't count it. If
the stem (above the roots) has fallen into the bankfull channel, the root system has obviously be-

come detached and the piece is counted.

How to Identify a Large Debris Jam

Large debris jams are defined as accumulations of
10 or more qualifying logs or rootwads that are in
contact with one another (Figure 3). Each qualify-
ing piece must meet the minimum size criteria
(defined above) and must intrude into Zone 1, 2 or
3. While smaller accumulations may sometimes
function as debris jams, for our purposes they are

not counted as “large debris jams”. Only

limited information is collected on individual
pieces of wood in large debris jams (see section on

large debris jams, below).

. * .
ot PR, L ek gl

Figure 3. Lyman Bullchild o
in the headwaters of Charley

The Level 1 Large Woody Debris Method

n top of a large debris jam
Creek, 1991

The following information is collected on qualifying logs and rootwads during the Level 1 survey.
This type of information is not collected for logs or rootwads that occur in accumulations of 10 or
more pieces; they are treated separately as large debris jams (see the "Large Woody Debris Jams"

section),

Piece Identification

Begin the survey at the downstream start of the stream segment and walk the channel, counting the
number of qualifying pieces encountered. In the Level 1 LWD survey, qualifying pieces are as-
signed to one of the following four categories:

*Rootwad:
*Small Log:
*Medium Log:
*Large Log:

20 cm or greater at base of stem
10-20 cm diameter at midpoint
20-50 cm diameter at midpoint
greater than 50 cm diameter at mi

dpoint
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Zone Identification

Next, determine the lowest zone to which the piece intrudés into the channel. Assign the piece to
either channel location zone 1 or 2 (optional zone 3). If a portion of the piece intrudes into the
water at low flow, it is assigned to Zone 1. Ifit does not intrude into the water at low flow but
would be partially submerged at bankfull flow, it would be assigned to Zone 2. See the section on
length and channel location in the Level 2 LWD method (below) for a detailed discussion of the
channel location zones,

Once the size category and channel location have been determined, tally the piece in the appropriate
column (size category) and row {(channel location zone) in the matrix on the Level 1 Form 4.1.
Each piece should only be tallied once. It may be helpful to use a piece of street or logger's chalk to
mark those pieces tallied to prevent missing or duplication in complex areas. At the end of the
survey add up all the tally marks in each cell of the matrix and record the total at the bottom of each
cell. The sum of the totals for all cells equals the count of individual pieces in the segment. Add
this number to the total number of pieces counted in large debris jams to calculate the total number
of LWD pieces surveyed.

The Level 2 Large Woody Debris Method

The following information is collected on qualifying logs and rootwads during the Level 2 survey.
This type of information is not collected for logs or rootwads that occur in accumulations of 10 or
more pieces; they are treated separately as large debris jams (see the "Large Woody Debris Jams"

section below).

Piece Identification

Follow the procedures for identifying a log and rootwad as noted above.

Association with Reference Points

Each log or rootwad should be assigned to a 100 meter reach delineated by established reference
points (see Reference Point Survey module). Locate the mid-point along the log or rootwad, and
record the number of the nearest downstream reference point (Figure 4).

iame

Diameter information is useful in determining the relative size and volume of individual logs.
Diameter (to the nearest centimeter) is measured at the mid-point along the length of each log with a
caliper, Biltmore stick, or logger's tape. A log caliper is the most versatile instrument of the three. If
a log cannot be measured, for example if the water is too deep or part of the log is suspended above
the channel, estimate the diameter and note it as such in your field notes. If the log is divided into
several large branches at the mid-point, measure the diameter immediately below the point where
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Midpaint of log between
AWQPQ_D : "Pt | and 2 - assign
Ref. PL O ' to Ref, Pt 1

Midpoint of log between
AN ReggLOankt)jgl.asslgn
o Ref, Pt O
’ e o .‘_

Ref. Pt 2

Aﬁg‘mPtSeﬁ. 3

Note: Assign large woody debris to Midpoirt of Large Debris Jam
nearest downstream reference point Ibgtevemﬂef. PL1and2
-assign to Ref. PL |

Figure 4. Assigning large woody debris to reference points.

the branches fork. The diameter of rootwads is measured on the stem just above where the roots
begin.

If the piece is round, measure the diameter with the spline of the caliper parallel to the channel
substrate or water surface. If the piece of wood is irregular in shape (non-circular), take a measure-
ment at the widest and narrowest point, sum the measurements and divide by two to calculate the
average diameter.

Channel Location

Information on the length of logs and rootwads is useful in determining their relative size and
volume. In conjunction with the length measurement, information on the channel location of the
piece is collected. The system used to describe channel location (based on Robison and Beschta,
1991} consists of four location zones or categories (Figure 5).

Zone 1 is the wetted low flow channel, defined as the area under water at the time of the survey.

Zone 2 is the area within the influence of the bankfull flow. This zone is within the perimeter of the
bankfull channel and below the elevation of the water at bankfull flow (excluding areas defined as
Zone 1). Zone 2 includes areas such as gravel bars that are exposed at low flow.

Zone 3 is the area directly above the bankfull channel - from the bankfull flow waterline upwards
indefinitely. This zone includes pieces that extend out over the channel but are suspended above the
elevation of the water at bankfull flow;
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* allzag:g‘.r‘tslde .lof oo int&rzagne: ch breaks * all az'ec;hgxglde of
any portion of stem or rootwad whi
of bankfull channel its plane - no minimum length requirement bankfull channe!

ZONE 3
* within bankfull perimeter
* above bankfull stage water level
: on lIne

ZONE 2
* within channe! filled at banifull stage
* above ourent wetted surface

foodpln leved

ZONE 1
* cumrent wetted area of stream

Figure 5. Description of LWD zones in stream channel.

Zone 4 is the area outside of the bankfull channel perimeter. This zone includes the upper banks
and riparian areas not directly influenced by bankfull flows.

Collecting information on LWD pieces in Zone 1 and 2 is important because they interact with the
stream during bankfull (channel-forming) flows. These pieces can play an important role in forma-
tion of pool habitat and creation of habitat diversity during these events. They also play an important
role in regulating sediment transport, routing and storage and can control the abundance and distri-
bution of spawning gravels in some stream segments. Pieces or portion of pieces in Zone 1 also
provide critical cover for salmonids during summer low flows. Pieces (especially accumulations) in
both Zone 1 and 2 provide critical winter refuge habitat for juvenile coho salmon during freshets.

Collecting information on portions of LWD pieces in Zone 3, although they do not affect a stream
hydraulically, can provide information on cover quality, LWD recruitment resources to the channel,
and identify key pieces which are causing debns accumulations or jams. Collecting information on
portions of LWD pieces in Zone 4 is important because their size or placement often act as anchors
for the portions within the bankfull channel as well as provide potential recruitment into the channel,

M rin ngth hannel ion

To measure length and channel location, first determine which zones the log or rootwad passes
through. A variety of methods have been used by geomorphologists to establish the outer bound-
aries of the bankfull channel, however many require discharge records or surveying techniques. For
ambient monitoring purposes, use bank form and vegetation indicators to identify the perimeter of
the bankfull channel. See the Reference Point Survey module (pages 8-9) for a detailed discussion
on determining bankfull channel dimensions. Often, it is useful to identify all the zone boundaries
on the piece before taking the length measurements. A piece of chalk is useful to help mark and
remember boundary locations.

To locate the boundaries of Zone 1, first identify where the end of the piece is. In situations where
this boundary of the piece is buried or extends into deep water, use your stadia rod to quickly probe
for this end. Next, locate the upper boundary where Zone 1 meets Zone 2. The boundary line
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between two zones generally passes through the log at an angle and the point you are looking for is
located at the furthest extent that the log influences Zone 1. Often, this point is found where the
waterline last touches the bottom of the log. At this point, use your chalk to place a 90° mark on the
piece to that boundary point.

The lower boundary of Zone 2 is now established and the outer boundary needs to be located. To
find this point, it is necessary to determine the point on each bank that represents the high water
mark at bankfull flow. Extend this line across the channel to locate where it intersects the piece you
are measuring. It is helpful to use an extend stadia rod for this purpose by placing one end at the
bankfull width and having your partner step back to determine when it is level. Use this to sight
along to determine the furthest extent that the piece influences Zone 2. Often, this point is found
where a bankfull waterline would last touch the bottom of the piece. At this point, use your chalk to
place a 90° mark on the piece to that boundary point.

The lower boundary of Zone 3 is now established and the outer boundary needs to be located. To
find this point, use the bankfull width point used for establishing Zone 2 and imagine a boundary
line from that point straight up. Again, it is helpful to use your stadia rod to represent this line and
determine where the upper Zone 3 boundary intersects the piece. Locate the furthest extent that the
piece influences Zone 3 and this is often found along the top of the piece. At this point, use your
chalk to place a 90° mark on the piece to that boundary point.

The lower boundary of Zone 4 is now established and the outer boundary needs to be located. This
boundary is the end of the piece located on or above the floodplain/terrace. Often, locating the end
of a piece in Zone 4 is difficult, too time-consuming, or too dangerous to accurately determine. In
these situations, estimate the boundary and note on Form 4.2 the accuracy of the estimate (+/- .5,
1.0, 5.0 meter).

Once the zones have been determined, measure the length of the log (Figure 6) or rootwad (Figure
7) along its main stem in each of the four zones and note estimated zone lengths as needed. If part
of a piece that is within Zone 1 or 2 also extends into Zone 3 or 4, measure and record the length in
Zone 3 and/or 4. It is not required to count or measure pieces which intrude only into Zone 3,
however, this information can be collected if desired (see below). Pieces which lay only in Zone 4
are not counted in the survey.

Extend the length measurement from the base of the attached roots, if present, to the furthest end of
the log, even if the end is less than the minimum diameter. If a portion of a log is buried and the
entire length cannot be determined, measure only the exposed portion of the log. When a piece of
wood forks into numerous small branches, such as the branches at the top of a tree, measure to the
point where the main stem is no longer distinctly larger than the branches forking off of it.

Cooperators may also want to count and measure pieces of debris that are suspended or bridged over
the channel in Zone 3. To do this, also enter data for qualifying pieces that intrude into Zone 3 but
do not enter Zone 1 or 2. These pieces will not be included in the regular wood count but will be
reported in a separate category. The decision on whether to count pieces in Zone 3 within a segment
is made by the project leader prior to initiating the survey.
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Figure 6. Assigning portions of logs to stream channel zones,

Criteria for measuring rootwads:
* detatched rootwad must intrude
into Zone 1 or 2

Figure 7. Assigning portions of rootwads to stream channel zones.
Wood Type

Logs are classified in one of three categories based on the species of tree. The three categories are
Coniferous (), Deciduous (D) or Unknown (U). This provides information on the type of material
that is entering the channel and its potential longevity, since conifers resist rot and persist longer
than deciduous pieces. Characteristics of the bark, wood fiber, and branching pattern can often be
used to identify the type of wood. A tree identification guide may be useful to help identify various
species. If unsure about the type of wood, enter Unknown.

ilizin I,

Note if the piece has a Root system (R), is partially Buried (B), is Pinned (P), or is unstable (U). A
root system is defined as having increased stability at bankfull flow due to the presence of roots or a
rootball. Buried is defined as having increased stability at bankfull flow due to complete burial of
either end or lateral burial of 50% or more of the piece. Pinned is defined as having increased
stability at bankfull flows due to having another qualifying LWD piece on top of it, or due to being
pegged between other logs, standing trees or bedrock. A piece can have all three factors noted if
present. If none of the above stability factors are present, then the piece is considered unstable.
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Pool Forming Function

Note if the log or rootwad is associated with pool formation = contributing to channel scour and the
impoundment of water. Use the Habitat Unit Survey module pool criteria based on a segment's
average bankfull channel width for minimum surface area and residual pool depth to help determine
qualifying pools for this category (Appendix A). This includes Zone 2 pieces outstde of the summer
low-flow wetted perimeter that you determine contribute to pool formation at bankfull flows.

Orientation and Decay Class

Collection of this information is optional. The classification systems listed below are not currently
being trained or part of the quality assurance testing.

For Orientation, see Robison and Beschta (1990) for a more detailed description of this method. The
orientation method used ("0° - 180°"; or "0° 90° 180”) must accompany any data entered into the
TFW Ambient Monitoring database.

There are two Decay classification systems recommended by the TFW Ambient Monitoring Pro-
gram. These are a five-class system by Robison and a seven-class system by Grette (Appendix B).
Other classification systems are acceptable. The classification method or a concise definition of the
method . used must accompany any data entered into the TFW. Ambient Monitoring database.

Large Woody Debris Jams

Large woody debris jams consist of accumulations of ten or more qualifying pieces (either logs or
rootwads) that are touching. Pieces must be wholly or partially within Zones 1 or 2 (Zone 3 option-
al) to be counted in LWD jams. This information is used in both Level 1 and Level 2 LWD surveys.

The following information is collected on logs and rootwads that are found in LWD jams. Walking
on top of LWD jams can be difficult and dangerous, so this information is intended to be collected
while walking around the outside of the jam and does not necessitate actual measurement of individ-
ual pieces of wood.

Associating Large Debris Jams with Reference Points

Each debris jam should be associated with a 100 meter reach delineated by established reference
points (see the Reference Point Survey Module). Locate the mid-point along the length of the debris
jam, and record the number of the nearest downstream reference point (see Figure 5).

Number and Size of Visible Pieces

Walk around the debris jam and count the visible pieces that meet the minimum size criteria for logs
and rootwads. Because it is often not possible to see both ends of logs that go through the middle of
large jams, it may be difficult to know if you are counting the same piece twice. Using chalk to
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mark pieces tallied is helpful to prevent missing or duplicate counting of pieces. Assign each piece
that you count to one of four categories, based on a visual estimate of the diameter. Note: estima-
tion of log diameter sizes requires experience with a log caliper to calibrate your eye. The categories
are:

*Rootwad: 20 cm or greater at base of stem

*Small Log: 10-20 cm diameter at midpoint
*Medium Log: 20-50 cm diameter at midpoint

*Large Log: greater than 50 cm diameter at midpoint

Channel Location

Note the lowest channe] zone into which the LWD jam intrudes. Use the system of channel location
zones described in the section on collecting information on logs (above).

)] Formin ncti

Note if the debris jam is associated with pool formation - contributing to channel scour and the
impoundment of water. Use the Habitat Unit Survey module pool criteria based on a segment's
average bankfull channe! width for minimum surface area and residual pool depth to help determine
qualifying pools for this category (see Appendix A). This includes Zone 2 jams outside of the
summer low-flow wetted perimeter that you determine contribute to pool formation at bankfull
flows.

Filling Qut Large Woody Debris Survey Forms

The information gathered for the Large Woody Debris Survey is recorded on forms provided by the
TFW Ambient Monitoring Program. Copies of these forms are located in the Appendixes section of
this module or can be requested at the program office. Once a survey has been completed, the data
on the forms is entered into the program's statewide relational database. The following section
provides a detailed step-by-step procedure for completing data categories on Level 1, Level 2, and
LWD Jam survey forms. Header information is consistent throughout all TFW Ambient Monitoring
modules and this will be covered first.

Header Information

All header information must be completed fully for each sheet of each type form for the entire
segment. Start each day with a new form and number the pages sequentially for the entire segment.
This level of documentation is required for continuity of data quality for short and long-term pur-
poses.

W.R.LA. (Water Resource Inventory Areas).- This six to seven number code is found in the Wash-
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ington Department of Fisheries Stream catalog. Refer to the Stream Segment Identification module
(page 9) for determining an unlisted number.

Segment # (Segment Number) - Record the segment number of the stream reach you are conducting
the LWD survey on.

Survey Start Date - Record the date of the first day you begin this survey. This date does not
change from form to form.

Survey End Date - Record the date of the last day of this survey. This date reflects all field gather-
ing and error-checking activities up to entering the data into the database.

Stream Name - Record the official stream name (W.R.1.A. designated) and any local names (in
Notes section).

Basin Name - Record the basin name as stated in the W R.L A catalog. If your stream is in
W.R.I.A. 25 or greater, or you cannot find the official basin name, leave blank and the database will
fill it in for you.

Rivermile from __ to - Record the segment's beginning (downstream) and ending (upstream)
boundary rivermile location according to the W R.1.A. catalog.

Ref. Pt. from ___ (Reference Point number) - Record the segment's beginning (usually "0")
and ending reference point numbers. Use your segment s completed Reference Point Survey Form 2
for this information.

Crew Lead/Recorder/Affiliation - Record the full names of the survey crew and each person'’s
Tribal, agency, or other work affiliation. This information is important when there are questions
regarding past data that only a survey crew member might be able to answer.

Survey Date - Record the actual day that this form is being used. Each new day requires starting
with a new form.

Discharge . CMS (cubic meters per second)/Discharge Date - Record your most recent dis-
charge measurment in cubic meters per second and the month/day/year taken from your Form 7 (see
Habitat Unit Survey module).

LWD Level 1 Form 4.1

The TFW Ambient Monitoring Program provides field forms for recording monitoring data. For the
Level 1 LWD survey, use Form 4.1 (Appendix C). There are no scan-able forms available for this
level of survey. All data must be entered by hand into the database. The following section describes
how to record data on this form.

Category and Zone Tally - Assign one tally-mark for each qualifying LWD piece to one of eight
(8) Category/Zone combinations (12 combinations if you are collecting Zone 3 information).
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Add the tally marks together at the end of the segment survey and record the number in the small
"Total" box located in the lower-center portion of the tally boxes.

LWD Level 2 Form 4.2

Two options are available for recording information collected on large debris jams. Use the regular
Large Woody Debris Survey Form 4.2 (Appendix D) if you plan on entering data by hand into the
database. Use the scan-able version Form 4 (Appendix E) if you want to scan the data directly into
the database by NWIFC. Scan-able forms are available from NWIFC. The following section
describes how to record data on the hand-entry Form 4.2.

Piece # (Piece number) - Assign each qualifying LWD piece a unique piece number, beginning with
001 and continuing sequentially to the last piece in the stream segment. Fill-out one row on the
Form 4.2 for each qualifying piece of wood (except those in LWD jams).

Dwn Ref Pt # (Downstream reference point number) - Record the number of the nearest down-
stream reference point using the mid-point of the log or rootwad.

Piece Type L-R - Record (L) for Log or (R) for Rootwad in the piece type column.

Piece Dia em (Piece Diameter in centimeters) - Record the diameter measurement (to the nearest
centimeter) in the diameter column. Document estimated measurements due to buried or obstructed

pieces in the Notes section.

Length - The form has separate columns for each of the channel location zones. Record the length
of the portion of the log or rootwad assigned to each zone in the appropriate column. If there is no
length in one or more of the zones, place a diagonal mark across that box documenting that you did
not simply forget a length. Lengths are measured to the nearest 0.1 meter unless estimated and
documented in the Notes section. Total lengths and volumes are computed during data processing,

Wood type - Record the type of wood in this column using (C) for Conifer, (D) for Deciduous or
(U) for Unknown.

Stability - Use this column to record all of the applicable stability factors for the piece using (R) for
Root system, (B) for Buried, (P) for Pinned, and (U) for Unstable.

PEF (Pool Forming Function) - After determining if the log or rootwad is associated with a pool,
use this column to record (Y) for Yes and (N) for No.

Orientation - Optiopal. Use this column to record the angle of orientation of the piece in the bank-
full channel (0° - 180° or 0°, 90°, or 180°%). Document in Notes section which method is being used
on the first form of the survey.

Decay - Optional. Use this colurmnn to record the number or letter code relating to the method used.
Document in Notes section which method is being used on the first form of the survey.
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LWD Jams Level 1 & 2 Form 5

Two options are available for recording information collected on large debris jams. Use the regular
Large Woody Debris Jam Survey Form 5 (Appendix F) if you plan on entering data by hand into the
database. Use the scan-able version Form S (Appendix G) if you want to scan the data directly into
the database by NWIFC. Scan-able forms are available from NWIFC. The following section
describes how to record data on this form.

Jam # (LWD jam number) - Assign each LWD jam in the segment a unique number beginning with
001 and sequentially numbering each jam to the end of the segment. Fill-out one row of Form 5 for
each qualifying LWD jam (10 or more interconnected qualifying pieces of wood).

Dwn Ref Pt # (Downstream reference point number) - Record the number of the nearest down-
stream reference point using the mid-point along the length of the LWD jam.

Visible pieces - Tally the total number of visible pieces in each of the size categories in the appro-
priate column, add the tally marks together at the end of the survey and record the number in the
small box located in the lower-right-hand corner of the tally boxes.

Zone (Jam channel location zone) - Record the zone number (1, 2, or optional 3) documenting the
lowest zone the LWD jam intrudes into the bankfull channel.

PFF (Pool Forming Function) - After determining if the jam is associated with a pool, use this
column to record (Y) for Yes or (N) for No.

Data Processing and Analysis

After data has been hand entered (by the cooperator) or scanned into the database, it is error
checked. Then, an in-channel Large Woody Debris summary report is generated (Appendix H).
This report provides information on LWD for the segment including: the frequency, average diam-
eter, length and volume by channel location zone of logs and rootwads; frequency and volume by
species type; and the size and composition of debris jams. This information is suitable for use in
Watershed Analysis or for assessment and monitoring purposes. In addition, cooperators will receive
a copy of the database on floppy disk for their use. Data is stored in a statewide database at NWIFC
for future TFW-related use.

Training, Field Assistance and Quality Control

This manual is intended as a reference for those collecting information using the TFW Ambient
Monitoring Program Large Woody Debris Survey Module. Because of the difficulty in relying
solely on a manual to learn and implement monitoring methodologies, the TFW Ambient Monitor-
ing Program offers formal training sessions and informal field assistance visits to help cooperators
learn and implement the methodologies.
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In addition, the Ambient Monitoring Program also provides a quality control service that uses an
experienced crew to perform replicate surveys for cooperators. The purpose of these replicate
surveys is to identify and correct inconsistencies in application of the methods and to provide docu-
mentation that data is being collected in a replicable and consistent manner throughout the state. The
quality assurance service entails both pre- and mid-season QA surveys. The pre-season QA survey
documents that your crews are collecting high quality data from day one. The mid-season QA
survey documents crew consistency and whether training or corrections applied to problems during
the first QA survey were effective. For more information on quality assurance protocols, refer to the
Quality Assurance Module. ‘

We encourage cooperators to utilize these services. Please contact the Northwest Indian Fisheries
Commission (1-206-438-1181 ext. 332) for more information concerning the TFW Ambient Moni-

toring Program.
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TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Code Sheet

APPENDIX A

Large Woody Debris Survey

S

Habitat Unit Survey

e Unit Type 3 f Unit Category

P-POOL 1 - Primary Unit

R - RIFFLE (>50% wetted stream width)

C - CASCADE 2 - Secondary Unit

T - TAILOUT (< 50% wetted stream width)

S - SUB-SURFACE 3 - Side Channel

O - OBSCURED (isolated by an island. Island = length
\w - WETLAND is 2x BFW + perennial vegetation
\

%

Piece Type

L-Log
R - Rootwad

(" Piece Iength by Zone )
Furthest extent the piece influences:

Zone 1 - W/in Wetted Channel

( — A\ Zone 2 - W/in Bankfull Channel
Factors contributing Code Zone 3 - Above Bankfull Channel
to poot information KZone 4 - Qutside Bankfull Channel y
Log(s) 1
Rootwad(s) -2 Piece Stability
Debris Jam - 3 R - Root System
Roots of standing 4 B - Partially Buried (> 50% dia.)
tree(s) or stump(s) P - Pinned or Pegged
Rock or Boulder(s) 5
Bedrock outcrop 6 U - Unstable
Channel bedform 7
Scour associated with 8 4 Wood Type w Pool Form Functi
resistant banks
Artificial bank 9 C - Conifer (see BFW / m2 / RPD table)
D - Deciduous
Beaver dam 10 U - Unknown Y - Yes
\ Other il y) \_ N - No
Minimum Minimum
BFW / M?/RPD Table Bankfull Width Unit Surface Area Residual Pool Depth
(m) (m?) (m)
* Habitat Unit Survey
~Unit Identification; Lumping 00-25 0.5 0.10
and Splitting Criteria 2.5-5.0 1.0 0.20
*LWD Survey 5.0-10.0 2.0 0.25
- Pool Forming Function 10.0 - 15.0 3.0 0.30
15.0 - 20.0 4,0 0.35
>20.0 5.0 0.40
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APPENDIX B

Decay Class Methods usable with the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program
Large Woody Debris Level 2 Survey.

Robison an& Beschta (1991)

)'.
|
1

TABLE 2. A five-class system of evaluating decay of coniferous aquatic coarse woody debris, adapted
from Maser and Trappe (1984}
Decay Twigs Wood
class Bark (3cm; L.18 in) Texture Shape color
1 Intact Present Intact Round Original
color
| PR Intact Absent Intact Round Original
color
3 Trace Absent Smooth; Round Origial
some surface color;
abrasion darkening
Y Absent Absent Abrasion; Round to Dark_
some holes oval
and openings
Y Absent Absent Vesicular; Irregular Dark
. many holes and
openings
*"l_ij;.ggsn. C:, AND I, Mi. TrAPPE. [TECH. ED.), {984. The seen and unseen world
of the fallen tree. USDA For. Serv, Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-164. 56 p,
Grette (1985) -
Class Description
1 bark intact, imbs present
2 bark intact, limbs absent
3 bark loose or absent
4 bark absent, surface slightly rotted
5 surface extensively rotted
6 surface rotted, center solid
7 surface rotted, center rotted
Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission, 6730 Martin Way E., Olympia, WA 98506 (206)438-1181 ext. 332
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Hand-Entry Field Form TFW Ambient Monitoring Program _ Page _.of

|
LARGE WOODY DEBRIS SURVEY WRIA. .. __
Segment # - OB ORrB
SB“c_amNName Survey Start Date I e e o Full
asin Name ili out all information on every form. Fu
Rivermile from to LEVEL 1 Survey End Date 1 names required on first form for each day -
Ref Pt. from to initials can be used on secondary pages
Crew Lead Affiliation SurveyDate =~/ /
Recorder -
. Discharge .___CMS
DischargeDate ___/__ /__
ROOTWAD LOG LOG LOG
>20 cm 10-20 cm ~ 20-50cm > 50 cm

-
=

.

-
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Hénd-Entry Field Form TFW Ambient Monitorin

RefPL
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* All Mecasurements in Mectric *

Hand-Entry Field Form TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Page __of
| LARGE WOODY DEBRIS SURVEY | WRILA. . __
Segment # OLs ORB
gtre'amNName Survey Start Date / out all i o
asin Name Fill out gll information on every form. Fu
Rivermile from to TEVELS Survey End Date / names required on firstform for cach day -
Ref Pt from to initials can be used on secondary pages
Crew Lead Affiliation SurveyDate _ /___/
. Recorder Dincharge —oMs
DischargeDate __ /_ !/
Dwn Piece Piece
. ) ili Notes
Piece |Ref Pt; Type | Dia Length “;3‘3 d |Stability| PFF
# # L-R em |Zonel|Zone2|Zone3|Zone4| c-D-U |R-B-P-U[YIN
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* All Measurcments in Metric *

Hand-Entry Field Form

TFW Ambient Monitoring Program

FORM 4.2 (cont.)

Drwn Piece Piece -
Piece [Ref Pt] Type | Dia Length Wood [Stability| PFF Notes
# # L-R em |Zonel |Zone2|Zone3)Zone4| c.D-U |R-B-P-U|YIN

l
I
I
I
|
I
[
I
I
{
I
I
i
I
|
|
|
I
I
I
!
I
|

Picce | Notes

Piece
#

Notes
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In-Channel large Woody Debris Summary

TFW Ambient Monitoring

Stream Seament Identification ( FilelID: CC ?
Stream name: DESCHUTES R. WAl name: WAU #:
WEIA number: 132.00:8 Segment number: 18
River mile: 35.32 to 36&.6 :
Segment length: 2615.0 M EBankful Width: Z0.2 Depth: 0.4 Width/Depth: 46.6&6
Individual Pieces Intruding into Zones 1 and/or 2
Average
per Aver age Total Total Tot. Volume(M™3) by Zone
Freqg Km Diam. (cm? Length (M) Volume (M3 1 2 3 <
Rostwads 7 2.7 59.4 1.4 2.8 1.4 0.6 0.8 ZzZE-Z
Logs 128 4B.9 7.7 6.4 298.2 34.7 26.9 19.9 17.1
Total 13 51.6 101.1 36.2 27.1 20.7 17.1

Composition of

QAN LTI

ST

Tl e ) e, et

Tatal “Total
Freq %“Freq Valume (M*3) Volume

Coni ferous S= 38.5 78.6 77.8 Font system
Deciducus 34 25.2 3.3 9.2 Buried
Unknown 43 36.3 13.2 13.1 Finned
Total 125 101.1 Undetermined

Debris jam information

)
Freq Total
29 21.5
37 27.4
14 10.4
=8 43.0
Size (M) Zone Freq

=2

a“_

dth Height 1

per Pieces with Diameter Root Total Averaage

Fregq Km 10-20 20-50 >80 ecm wads Pieces Length Wi

Debrig ———— ——=== —mm—m— —fm—— ——me e e -
Jams 8 3.0& 113 111 34 10 268 22.5

Total of in-channel LWD including individual pieces and piec

Na. of Average Average Average
FPieces Diameter (cmd Lenath (M) Volume (M%3
Footwads 17 20.0 1.4 .03
Loegs 10-20 cm 173 13.9 6.1 0.10
Z0O-T0 cm i64 31.7 5.8 0.51
> OO0 cm 47 76.8 10.0 5.00
Total 403

154.1 Average volume per

Average pieces per Km:

* Note: Where no measured pieces exist in Zones 1 or &, the

Footwads Logs: 10-20  20-50
Average diameter {(cm) 20.0 15.0 25.0
Average length (M) 1.0 1.0 1.0

2.1 7 1

5.4

es in debris jams#*

b Volume (M%x3)
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SALMONID SPAWNING GRAVEL COMPOSITION
MODULE

Introduction

" The development of salmonid eggs and alevin typically occurs in the gravel substrate of freshwater
rivers and streams. Mature females choose sites where substrate and flow conditions are favorable
and deposit their eggs in nests (redds) they excavate in the substrate. After the eggs hatch, the
alevins continue to reside within the streambed gravel, subsisting on nutrients from an external yolk-
sac. When the yolk-sac has been absorbed they emerge from the gravel and begin active feeding.

The eggs and alevin require a stable streambed and an adequate supply of water while developing to
prevent dehydration, supply oxygen and carry away metabolic waste. Mortality during intra-gravel
development is highly variable, depending on hydrologic, geomorphic and biotic conditions. Mor-
tality has been attributed to a variety of causes including disease, predation, suffocation, dehydra-
tion, mechanical disturbance and freezing (McNeil, 1969).

im In i QVir n |

Salmonid eggs require an abundant supply of dissolved oxygen to ensure survival to emergence and
proper development (Alderdice et al., 1958). Oxygen reaches the eggs through a three-step process
involving dissolution of oxygen from the atmosphere into stream water, transport of oxygenated
water to the stream bottom, and interchange of oxygenated water from the stream to the pores
between gravel in the egg pocket (Vaux, 1962). Fine-sediment (fine sand, silt or clay) that lodges in
the interstitial spaces between gravel particles reduces permeability and slows the rate of flow
through the gravel substrate (McNeil and Ahnell, 1964; Johnson, 1980). Numerous studies
(Chapman, 1988, Everest et al., 1987; Iwamoto et al. 1978) have associated high levels of fine
sediments with elevated mortality rates and reduced fitness of surviving fish (Koski, 1975). These
effects are due to increased stress and mortality associated with oxygen deprivation (Alderdice et al,,
1958), the accumulation of toxic metabolic by-products (Bams and Lam, 1983), and entombment of

emerging fry (Chapman, 1988).

Concentrations of fine sediments in stream channels vary in space and time (Adams and Beschta,
1980). The amount of fine sediments present at a particular location depends on the nature and
magnitude of erosional processes that produce fine sediments and introduce them to the stream
channel, as well as the geomorphic factors that control the transport and storage of sediments, such
as stream gradient and.hydrology. In addition, spawning salmonids tend to remove fine sediments
from the substrate during redd construction, however the persistence of this effect is not well under-
stood (Everest et al. 1987). During the incubation period, fine sediments moving through the stream
channel may intrude into the redd. The severity and significance of fine sediment intrusion is
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related to the size and amounts of transported sediment, and the depth of intrusion (Lisle, 1989).
Fine sediment levels are higher in watersheds where the geology, soils, precipitation or topography
create conditions favorable for erosional processes that produce fine sediments (Duncan and Ward,
1985). Fine sediments are typically more abundant where land-use activities such as road-building
or land-clearing expose soil to erosion and increase mass wasting (Cederholm et al., 1981; Swanson
et al., 1987; Hicks et al., 1991).

Purpose of the Spawning Gravel Composition Module

The purpose of this module is to provide a standard method of sampling potential salmonid spawn-
ing habitat to characterize gravel composition and fine sediment levels on a stream segment scale in
streams where there is no prior data available on variation in gravel composition to guide sample
design. (For streams with existing data, it may be preferable to develop custom sampling strategies
based on segment-specific variation). The intent is to ensure replicable data that allows comparisons
to be made through time and between stream segments, The information generated on the condition
of potential spawning habitat is suitable for use as a management indicator. The module does not
attempt to document or predict actual survival to emergence, because that objective would require
research of an intensity impractical for management purposes. Nor is it oriented towards the re-
quirements of any particular salmonid species, as species may vary within and between stream
segments around the state.

The information generated using this methodology is suitable for:

* evaluating the composition and characteristics of spawning gravel;

* estimating the percentage of fine sediments less than 0.85 mm for Watershed Analysis;

* comparing spawning gravel composition among stream segments, watersheds and eco-regions;
* monitoring trends in spawning gravel composition over time.

The Spawning Gravel Sampling Methodology

This section will cover what information and equipment is needed, site selection, determining a
sampling strategy, inventory of sampling sites, and collection of samples from the stream.

Information and Equipment Needed

Map delineating stream segments Form 6.0

*McNeil sampler with plunger Form 6.1

*Fiberglass tape (30, 50 or 100 meter, depending upon channel width)  Field notebook

Plastic buckets (5 gallon) with lids- one per sample Pencils

Backpack carrier for buckets (optional) Permanent markers
Squirt bottles (2) Flagging

Hip boots or chest waders ; . Bucket labels

Rain gear

(* Calibration required)
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Field Note: (1) The plastic buckets and lids should be sequentially numbered with a permanent
marker prior to taking them out in the field. (2) The equipment needed for processing samples
depends upon the method used. The equipment requirements of each processing method are dis-
cussed separately in the sections on “volumetric processing” and “gravimetric processing”.

Calibration

‘Check the McNeil sampler for damage. There should be no broken welds, holes, or dents sufficient
to cause changes in volume of sample taken. Measure the coring cylinder length from the top of the
stop ring to the base of the collection basin. The standard length should be 23 ¢cm. Next, measure
the inside diameter of the coring cylinder. The standard diameter should be 15 cm. If your coring
cylinder has different dimensions, make a note of it. Check the plunger for damage. Tighten any
loose fittings and replace defective washer/seals and flap valves.

Calibrate your fiberglass tapes using the methods outlined in the Reference Point Survey Module
calibration section. Record all information in your QA plan.

Site Selection

Prior to inventorying sampling sites and collecting samples, it is necessary to determine which
segments are best suited to gravel sampling and then identifying the logistically feasible sampling
reaches within it.

! iate Ti “ollect Samol

Spawning gravel composition (particularly fine sediment levels) in a stream reach can vary over the
course of the year. In western Oregon streams, substrate composition was relatively stable from
early summer to early fall, and was most vaniable during the winter storm season when peak flows
mobilized the substrate and the processes of fine sediment infiltration were most active (Adams and
Beschta, 1980). In order to provide a management indicator of substrate composition that can be
used to compare stream reaches and determine trends over time, sampling should be conducted
during moderate to low flow conditions outside of the winter-spring high runoff period. The actual
timing of the high runoff period will vary depending on the hydrologic regime of the system. If you
are unfamiliar with the system to be sampled, consult with people familiar with the system or refer
to USGS stream flow records to determine an appropriate sampling period.

Collecting spawning gravel samples during extremely low flow conditions is also to be avoided,
because only a small portion of the potentially available spawning habitat will be wetted. This may
introduce bias into site selection. We do not recommend sampling areas that do not have water
flowing over them such as dry, exposed bars because the potential effect this may have on the
sampling process or the composition of the sample is unknown.

It is usually ideal to sample in the late summer/early fall low flow period when conditions are
similar to those encountered by salmonids when they begin to spawn. Avoid working in the channel

1994 TFW Ambient Monitoring Manual Spawning Gravel -5




during spawning or when there are eggs in the gravel, to prevent unnecessary disturbance and

mortality to salmonid populations.

Identifying Sampling S

Delineation of stream segments is the first step in selecting a sampling reach. This methodology
characterizes spawning gravel composition at the stream segment scale. Stream segments, reaches
distinguished from one another by changes in gradient, valley confinement or tributary confluences,
are the fundamental unit of analysis. This step may already have been done during Watershed
Analysis or previous Ambient Monitoring surveys. If so, use the segment maps generated and skip
this step. If not, partition the river system into stream segments using the TFW Ambient Monitoring

Stream Segment Identification Module.

Figure 1. Suitability of gravel sampling by segment and
gradient.
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Once the river system has been divided into
segments, the criteria used to select appropri-
ate monitoring segments should include
salmonid use (current, historic, or future
potential), appropriate gradient, and substrate
size. The McNeil sampler does not work well
in substrates with particles greater than ten cm
(four inches) in diameter.

““This ' methodology is best suited for segments

consisting of pool-riffle sequences (typically
gradients less than two percent). It can some-
times be applied (with modifications) on
segments in the two-to-six percent range
where spawning gravels typically occur in
patches, but is usually unsuitable for segments
with gradients over six percent (Figure 1). For
segments with a category 4 gradient (4 - 8%),
it is necessary to know the average map
gradient based on USGS 7.5 minute topo-
graphic maps in order to select those segments
with 4 - 6% gradient.

1i ibl lin
Once a segment has been chosen for sampling,
the next step is to identify portions of the
segment suitable for sampling and to eliminate

portions where sampling is logistically im-

Spawning Gravel - 6




practical. Ideally, sampling sites should be distributed throughout the entire segment. However,
this is not always practical due to the size and weight of the sampler and the gravel samples, proxim-
ity to vehicle access, and stream channel features. Alternative transport systems such as helicopters

or boats may provide better access.

Examine the segment and identify
potential access roads and trails, and
terrain features that impede access.
Then determine how far it is feasible
to transport equipment and samples to
the access points. This will depend on
the terrain and the physical strength
and endurance of those transporting
the samples. Transporting samples
for distances greater than 0.75 - 1.0
kilometer is probably not practical in

most cases (Figure 2).
Eliminating A in the Vicinity of In-
stream Structures

Human structures and disturbance in
the stream channel such as bridges,
culverts, weirs, dams, bank protection,
fords, etc., locally alter hydraulic
conditions in stream channels, affect-
ing sediment deposition patterns.
Samples taken in the vicinity of these
structures or disturbances reflect the

Good foot trail
A

— 17]

AN

BUFFER ZONES

High unstable banks’-
no acosss

Bridgs — |
WDF Wair —
Private Farm -

Ask pormission to
aross or get shot at

Cow ford
Bridge el

=5
Y
\Q‘\\ \/\
N

)):; g
oy
I
Nl
TN

End of access

o kA

Main access road

Seq.

local effects of the structure and mask Figure 2. Determining and finalizing potential sampling areas in

the overall effect of watershed condi-
tions on the stream channel. Avoid
sampling within the immediate influ-

segment reaches 1 and 2 based on topographic map and local
knowledge, The circular areas are the finalized areas for sampling.

ence of these features. The length of affected stream channel will vary, however as a general guide-
line do not collect samples within 50 meters of instream structures.

lizi mplin h

Once areas that are logistically impractical to sample or are in the immediate vicinity of instream

structures have been eliminated, the remainder of the segment is available for sampling and is

referred to as the sampling reach.
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Determining a Sampling Method

The next step is to determine a sampling strategy. Two options are available: (1) the riffle crest
sampling method or (2) the gravel patch sampling method. The choice of sampling strategy should
be based on an evaluation of potential sampling sites within the sampling reach to determine if there
are an adequate number of riffle crests to use the riffle crest sampling method. For both methods, a
minimum of 12 samples is required.

Riffle Crest Sampling Method

The niffle crest sampling method is the preferred strategy, because it allows consistent and reproduc-
ible sampling at a specific geomorphic feature, the riffle crest, as in Tripp and Poulin (1986). This
method is best used in low gradient segments (< 2%) where substrate size and pool/riffle character-
istics are optimal for using a McNeil gravel sampler.

Riffle crests are located at the upstream end of riffles, typically forming the boundary between pool
tailouts on the upstream side and the riffle on the downstream side (Lisle, 1987.) Riffle crests were
chosen as sampling sites for the following reasons;

1) Riffle crests are distinct geomorphic features that can be identified and located by different
observers in a wide variety of streams. This reduces observer bias in site selection and increases our
ability to replicate and compare data on a statewide basis.

2) Riffle crests are located at the transition between the two areas most heavily utihzed for spawning
by salmonids, pool tailouts and riffles. The riffle crest is utilized by nearly all salmonids for spawn-
ing, and is often the first area in the stream selected by salmonids for spawning,

3) Sampling riffle crests avoids the confusion associated with using species-specific criteria to
identify sites (particularly in areas used by multiple species), and eliminates potential bias associated
with the effect of run-size when using actual spawning sites selected by salmonids.

How to Identify a Riffle Crest

The term “riffle crest” refers to a specific feature of the streambed. The riffle crest (RC) is located
at the high point of the bar that typically occurs below many pools. Viewed in longitudinal profile,
the channel bottom slopes down in both an upstream and downstream direction at the RC (Figure
3). RCs typically act as hydraulic control structures that impound water in the upstream pool. They
can be located by finding the boundary between the smooth, laminar flow of water leaving the pool
and the surface turbulence of the riffle associated with increased velocity and decreased depth as
water flows over the downstream slope of the bar, See Habitat Unit Survey Module for a more
detailed description,

Gravel Patch Sampling Method

When a project leader identifies stream segments greater than 2% in gradient or where it is unknown
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Figure 3. Plan and profile views of a stream reach identifying the location of riffle crests.

if there are enough RCs to produce 12 samples, it is recommended that you inventory both RCs and
patches to determine which method to use. The gravel patch method is recommended when there are
not enough riffle crests or when the riffle crests are too heavily armored with large particles to

- collect an adequate number of samples with the McNeil sampler. This method is useful 1n steeper
streams where the pool-riffle sequences typically are less well defined and the riffle crests contain
larger particles. In these situations, spawning gravels typically occur in patches associated with
obstructions or the tailouts of large pools. The patch method has a minimum guideline of 12 sam-
ples per segment.

How to Identify a Gravel Patch

The definition of a gravel patch covers a broad range of potential spawning gravel situations. Basi-
cally, a patch is one contiguous formation of suitable spawning gravel covered by water under
summer low-flow conditions. The guideline for the minimum size of a patch is two square meters,
but this may vary depending upon local conditions or redd size characteristics required of the species
which utilizes {or potentially utilizes) that segment of stream. The minimum size is also a consider-
ation of equipment limitations in regards to the potential for a successful sample collection. Patches
are most often located on the downstream side of an obstruction such as a log or boulder, in the
tailout of a pool, along the submerged edge of a gravel point bar, and sometimes as a portion of a
riffle unit. Riffle crests are treated as patches when there are too few to meet the mintmum number
necessary to use the riffle crest sampling method.
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Inventory of Sampling Reaches

At this point, you should have completed your segmenting and defined your sampling reaches
within the segment. For this section, you will need a map of the stream segment showing reaches,
access points or local conditions to be aware of, several blank copies of Form 6.0 (Appendix A),
flagging and permanent markers, hipboots and other appropriate field gear.

The first task is to determine which sampling method to employ. To do this, use the suitability index
(Figure 1) as a guideline. If the segment gradient is less than 2%, a systematic riffle crest inventory
strategy is generally the most suitable and usually only riffle crests would be inventoried. If the
segment is greater than 2%, then both riffle crests and patches are inventoried unless local knowl-
edge indicates that there are enough suitable riffle crests.

Once the sampling method is decided, the next step is to inventory the segment's sampling reaches to
* determine the total sampling population using Form 6.0. For the riffle crest method, walk the entire
length of each sampling reach and inventory all riffle crests (RCs) with 2 or 3 estimated sampling
sites. For the patch method, walk the entire length of each sampling reach and inventory all riffle
crests and patches with 1, 2, or 3 estimated samples.

The evaluation of a sampling site to estimate the number of potential samples is based on several
factors. First, determine the spawning gravel area in regards to substrate size and obstructions.
Second, estimate the number of samples possible considening the diameter of the equipment, the
area of equipment disturbance created by attempting a core, and the area of human disturbance
caused when trying to provide stable footing. As a guideline, samples should be taken a minimum of
1 meter apart. Third, record the number of undisturbed samples physically possible (mimmum-1/
maximum-3 per site). Be sure to eliminate sites that have been disturbed by human activities as
described above.

During the inventory, niffle crest and/or patch sites that appear suitable for sampling (1-3 potential
samples) are assigned unique riffle crest (RC #) or patch (P #) numbers. Begin at the downstream
end of the segment and assign the RC and P numbers sequentially by type throughout the sampling
reaches. Using Form 6.0, record the number assigned to each suitable RC or P and note its location
relative to a reference point or landmark. Marking the location on aerial photographs provides
another level of documentation. In the stream, mark each suitable RC or P site with flagging show-
ing the RC or P number. The complete set of suitable riffle crest and/or patch sites identified within
the segment's sampling reaches constitutes the pool of potential sampling sites from which the
systematic inventory strategy is applied to determine a final sampling population.

Systematic Riffle Crest Inventory Strategy

In low gradient stream segments where you have high confidence that there are enough riffle crests
to provide a minimum of 12 samples, inventory only riffle crests with 2 or 3 estimated samples. For
example, Figure 4 shows the inventory strategy for riffle crests using Form 6.0. The riffle crests are
numbered sequentially (RC #), the estimated number of undisturbed samples possible from the RC
are noted, and the sampling site location is established by assigning distances from the nearest
reference point (RP #) or other landmarks as necessary.
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Figure 4. Form 6.0 showing the riffle crest inventory strategy

After inventorying the sampling reaches of your segment on Form 6.0, count the number of estimat-
ed samples for all RCs.

a.) If the total estimated number of samples falls between 12-18, the result constitutes your total
sampling population from which 100% of the RCs must be sampled for the segment. Skip the rest of
this section and go to the "Identifying Sampling Points at Riffle Crest and Patch Sites" section (pg.
15).

b.) If the number is greater than 18, the result constitutes your .
sampling population from which a random sub-sample is taken Riffle Crest Method
(Figure 5). Skip the rest of this section and go to the "Sample RC # "
Population: Systematic Random Sampling Strategy" section (pg.13). Fég S'm;s
c.) If the total estimated number of samples is below 12, you will w38 15
need to re-inventory the segment using the systematic patch invento- w2 7 4
ry strategy below. Figure 5. Number of RCs

and Samples.
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Systematic Patch Inventory Strategy

This strategy is useful in higher gradient stream segment situations (>2%) where you do not know if
there are enough riffle crests to provide the minimum 12 samples. In this strategy, walk the stream
starting from the downstream end and identify/inventory all riffle crests and patches sequentially on
Form 6.0 (Figure 6). At the end of the segment, assess the number of samples possible from using
only RCs with 2 or 3 estimated samples. If the estimated sample number is greater than 12, (and this

Riffle Crest Paich Samples
SP#|| RC# P# | Est#
A *
J [ 2
2 2. 2
3 2 2
3 | 1
4 3 2
yd l
S H 2
b s 2
4 |
7 S z
3 Z 2
)y |
9 g %
10 9 @

Figure 6, Detail of Form 6.0 showing the systematic
patch inventory strategy

b.) If the number is greater than 18, the
result constitutes your sampling popula-
tion from which a random sub-sample is
taken. Eliminate all sampling sites with
only 1 estimated sample and adjust your
sampling population number (SP #) on
Form 6.0 to reflect the proper sequence
(Figure 7). Skip the rest of this section and
go to the "Sample Population: Systematic
Random Sampling Strategy section”

(pg.13).
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characterizes the segment for your purposes) use the
systematic riffle crest inventory strategy outlined
above and eliminate all patches and riffle crests with
only 1 estimated sample. If the number is less than
12, lump the riffle crests and patches together into
the systematic patch inventory strategy.

The systematic patch inventory strategy follows the
same format as the riffle crest inventory strategy
except that both riffle crests and patches are now
part of the same total sample population. After
inventorying the sampling reaches of your segment
on Form 6.0, count the number of estimated samples
for all riffle crests and patches with 2 or 3 estimated
samples.

a.) [If the total estimated number of samples falls
between 12-18, the result constitutes your total
sampling population from which 100% of the RC/Ps
must be sampled for the segment. Eliminate all
sampling sites with only 1 estimated sample and
adjust your sampling population number (SP #) on
Form 6.0 to reflect the proper sequence. Skip the rest
of this section and go to the "Identifying Sampling
Points at Riffle Crest and Patch Sites" section (pg.
15).

# Patch M
RC o s m:p - atc ethod
wi3 [\ [,
w/2 3 ) \ RC/P 4 H
RC/P  Samples
wi 2 3 w3 2 b
P # H / W/z 8 |(0
P Samples /1
w3 2 o o = 5
wi2 s 1%
wil 2 A

Figure 7. Patch method: enumeration of riffle crests and patches
-~ lumping into combined sampling sites (RC/P).
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c.) If the total estimated number of samples is below 12, include all riffle crest and patch sites with
1 estimated sample. Repeat the strategy listed above, but ignore the section on elimination.

Note: There may be times when a complete inventory of a segment produces a sample population
with less than the guideline of 12 estimated samples. A low sample population could be the result of
many factors such as stream and segment size, substrate armoring, or access. Ultimately, it is up to
the cooperator to determine whether such a low sample population adequately characterizes their

segment,

Sample Population: Systematic Random Sampling Strategy

At this point, you should have a completed Form 6.0 from which identifies your sampling popula-
tion. The following systematic sampling strategy was developed by examining four existing large
data sets from Washington State to determine variation within and among riffles. It uses a two-stage
sample design with riffle crests as the primary sample units and samples within riffle crests as the
secondary sample units. Systematic sampling of riffle crests (with a random starting point) is
recommended to avoid potential clustering, because fine sediment may systematically increase in a
downstream direction if gradient decreases. Based on the existing data we examined, a coefficient
of variation of less than 20% can be achieved by collecting a minimum of three samples per riffle
crest and sampling as many riffle crests as possible, but no fewer than 10% of the total nffle crests
in each segment. The following recommendations for sampling are based on the number of riffle
crest and/or patch sites inventoried in the stream segment. The objective is to maximize the distribu-
tion of sampling sites, but within the logistical constraint of keeping the total number of samples per
segment under 20.

To determine the number of riffle crest and/or patch sites to sample, refer to your inventory Form
6.0. In the left hand column of Table 1, locate the appropriate row corresponding with the segment
riffle crest and/or patch inventory total. The second column on that row will state the percentage of
sites to be sampled. For example, if 17 riffle crests were inventoried, then the third row (13 - 18)
would be selected so 33% of the riffle crests should be sampled.

Table 1. Recommendations for sampling riffle crest (RC) and patch (P) sites.

Total No. Percent of sites Choose random Total
RCs and Ps sampled number between Samples
4-6 100% - 12-18
7-12 50% 1-2 12 - 18
13-18 33% 1-3 12-18
19-24 25% 1-4 12-18
25-30 20% 1-5 12-18

> 30 12.5% - 1-8 12 +
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Next, select a random starting number using a random number generator, die, or a random number
table (provided in Appendix B). Use the third column in Table 1 to determine the appropriate range
of random numbers to select from. Then find the appropriate box in Table 2 to determine the
sequence of riffle crests and/or patches to sample. Circle the corresponding numbers in the SP #
column of Form 6.0 to identify those which will be sampled in the field.

se (Re/P)
Table 2. Selection of systematic samplmg sequences.

Random 50% 33% 25% ' 20% 12.5%
No. L .

1 1,3,5,7 9,11 1,4,7,10,13,16 1,5.9,13,17.21 1,6,11,16,21,26 1.9,17,25,33,
41 ete.

2 2,4,6,8,10,12 2,5,8,11,14,17 2,6,10,14,18,22 2,7,12,17,22,27 2,10,18, 26, 34,
42 etc.

3 3,6,9,12,15,18 3,7,11,15,19,23 3,8,13,18,23,28 3,11,19,27, 35,
43 etc.

4 4,8,12,16,20,24 4,9,14,19,24,29 4,12,20,28,36,
44 etc.

5 5,10,15,20,25,30 5,13,21,29,37,
45 ete.

[ 6,14,22,30,38,
46 ete.

2 7.15,23,31,39,
47 etc.

] 8,16,24,32, 40,
48 etc.

Selecting Additional Random Sampling sites

There may be instances where the random sequence does not provide enough sites to collect 12
samples. In these cases, randomly select additional sampling sites as needed from the unselected
sample population and circle the SP # on Form 6.0.

Collection of Samples

At this point, the cooperator should be ready to collect actual gravel samples. For this section, you
will need your completed Form 6.0, several blank copies of Form 6.1 (Appendix C) and all field
equipment outlined in the "Information and Equipment Needed" section.

Start by locating on the stream your first sampling site as listed on Form 6.0 (SP #1). The next step
is to determine the specific points on the riffle crest or patch to sample. The most important part to
remember is that this method is for an analysis of salmonid spawning gravel. This means that any
given length of riffle crest or size of patch may not constitute 100% gravel suitable for spawning,
There are three common characteristics of spawning gravel used to determine the dimenstons of the
spawning gravel section of a riffle crest or patch: (1) must be covered by flowing water - gravel
under eddies or stagnant water are not included; (2) avoid depositional areas where sand/siit are
dominant - usually along wetted edges; and (3) factors limiting the use of the sampling equipment -
the gravel composition is dominated by substrate more than 10 cm diameter, gravel under/near logs,
boulders, or jams.
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ifyin ling Points in Ri n i

At each riffle crest selected for sampling, samples are taken on a line extending across the spawning
gravel section along the top of the riffle crest. If the riffle crest extends diagonally across the chan-
nel, the line should follow the riffle crest.

Begin by extending a fiberglass tape across the wetted portion of the spawning gravel of the riffle
crest. Three samples should be taken at each riffle crest site. The first sampling point is the mid-
point of the line across the spawning gravel of the riffle crest. Place a marker (flagged weight) at
this point. Next, measure two-thirds of the way between the mid-point of the cross-section and the
wetted gravel perimeter towards the left bank and mark this location. Last, measure two-thirds of the
way from the mid-point to the wetted gravel perimeter towards the right bank and mark this loca-
tion. If the spot selected is on a small dry bar, too close to a log or boulder, or in still water, go to
the nearest suitable location along the line. If a sampling point is lightly covered with organic debris
such as leaves or twigs, gently remove them without disturbing the gravel underneath. The resulting
three markers are the sampling points for the riffle crest (Figure 8).

On many stream systems,
it is necessary to make Fbergiass fape

several coring attempts
with the McNeil gravel
sampler before a success-
ful sample is taken. This
commonly occurs when
the buried substrate is too
large for the coning
cylinder. If you are
unsuccessful taking a
sample at a selected
location because of this or
other reasons, try sam-
pling laterally along the
transect, remaining as
close to the original point

as possible but beyond

| disturb Sampiing shtes taken at m nt of
any gravel disturbance oo a\dokfgg spc\mlr&g

caused by the cylinder or gravel Ct
footholds. In situations LB ond RB edge of spawning gravel.

where you are unsuccess-
ful in collecting any
samples from a riffle crest, randomly select either the upstream or downstream adjacent riffle crest
(flip a coin) and collect the samples at this location. Be sure to note this change on your Form 6.0 or
in your field notebook.

it

X = sampling points
on riffle crest

Figure 8. Sampling points at riffle crests.
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- When a successful sample has been taken, use Form 6.1 to docu- |
R # 3 A ment all pertinent collection information. For each sample, note its |
Sample # & RC # or P # (circle appropriate type), the Sample #, the Bucket #,

Bucket # 21 plus any notes such as local conditions and number of attempts

Notes: _Larce pafel before successful (Figure 9).

[ocated in tnil out of

2 P 5 ? :_k At each patch selected for sampling, the shape of the patch helps to
determine the pattern used to take gravel samples. If the patch shape
is linear, follow the guidelines above for identifying sampling
J points in riffle crests. If the patch shape is large and wide enough,
\ 7 stemps then use a triangular pattern to identify sampling points.

Figure 9. Detail of Form 6.1:
Example of collection information,

~ollecting Samples with t il Gravel Samp]

The McNeil sampler was selected to collect samples of spawning gravel for analysis as recommend-
ed by Peterson et al. (1992), It was chosen for the following reasons:

1) it is a reliable sampling device that is simple to operate;
2) although bulky, it is relatively portable and requires little auxiliary equipment,

3) it has been used in Washington State for survival to emergence studies that were the basis of the
Forest Practices Board cumulative effects threshold values for spawning gravel fine sediments.

The McNeil gravel sampler is designed to take a core sample of the gravel substrate. A schematic
diagram of the sampler is shown in Figure 10. The bottom of the sampler consists of a 15 ¢cm (6
inch) diameter stainless steel coring cylinder with an open bottom and top. The coring cylinder is
designed to penetrate into the streambed gravel to a depth of 23 ¢m (10 inches). The top of the
coring cylinder extends up through the bottom of the larger (35 cm diameter) collection basin, where
gravel from the core is temporarily stored during excavation of the core. The collection basin is
open on the top. A horizontal steel rod attached across the top of the collection basin acts as a
handle. '

There is also a plunger, inserted into the coring ¢ylindér t6°retain sediment-bearing water after
extraction of the sample. The plunger consists of two metal disks, just shightly smaller in diameter
than the inside of the coring cylinder, attached to the end of a long handle. Between the metal disks
is a piece of neoprene that is slightly larger than the inside of the coring cylinder and acts as a seal.
A hole through the disks with a one-way flapper valve allows the plunger to be inserted without
forcing the water down into the streambed, but prevents water from escaping when the sampler is
lifted. When fully inserted, the plunger comes to rest on a small stop-ring on the inside of the coring
cylinder.
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Figure 10. Schematic diagram of a modified McNeil Cylinder.

| Taking a Sample with the McNeil Gravel Sampler

Step 1. Before taking a sample, rinse the sampler to insure it is free of
sediment. Approach the sampling site from the downstream side to avoid
disturbance prior to sampling. Place the bottom of the coring cylinder on
the surface of the substrate. Grasp the handle on top of the collection
basin, placing one hand on each side of the rod outside of the basin

(Figure 11).

Twist the handle back and forth, alternately
pushing one arm forward away from your body
and pulling the other back towards you. As you
twist the sampler in this manner, hunch your
shoulders over it, using the weight of your upper

body to force the sampler straight down into the -
gravel (Figure 12). Figure 11. Grasp handles.

The combined grinding and pressing action should force the sampler down
into the substrate, however the rate of progress will depend on the size of
the particles and the degree of compaction. Avoid side to side and up and
down agitation which causes fine sediment particles to filter down through

the large particles, changing the composition of the sample (Figure 13). If
Flgum 12. Force Cylmder you encounter resistance, do not raise and lower the cylinder. The only
into gravel. time to lift the coring cylinder'is when you want to remove the sampler
and try a different site. ’
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The sampler is fully inserted when the bottom of the collec-
tion basin is resting on the streambed (Figure 14). Some-
times unseen large substrate particles, wood, or bedrock will
prevent the sampler
from being fully in-
serted. In these cases,
remove the sampler,
rinse it out, and try
another undisturbed
location in the immedi-

Figure 13. Avoid side to side and up and
down movement while inserting cylinder.

ate vicinity. ' s .
b sl oy [ i JE—
Figure 14. Use your hand to check if
cylinder is fully inserted.

Step 2. After the sampler is successfully inserted, carefully remove the gravel/sand matrix from the
coring cylinder with your hand (Figure 15).

Figure 15. Remove gravel matrix with
hand.

Figure 17. Collection Basin,

1994 TFW Ambient Monitoring Manual

Excavate the gravel slowly, layer by layer, using your hand as a
scoop (Figure 16), so that both gravel- and sand-sized materials
are removed together. It is very important that you keep your
fingers tightly closed to prevent fine particles from sieving
through then as you pull each scoop out of the core. As much as
possible, avoid plucking out the larger particles and allowing the

3| finer material to continually settle to the bottom of the excava-

tion.

Place the excavated material in the collection basin around the
coring cylinder and rinse your hand in the basin water to remove
fine particles before taking another scoop out of the coring
cylinder (Figure 17).

As you dig, occasionally run your fingers along the inside of the
cylinder, feeling for the protruding stop-ring. When you locate
the stop-ring, level the excavation off just below the top of the
ring (Figure 18). The removal of the substrate sample is now
complete. Occasionally a larger particle will partially protrude
above the ring. In these cases, the particle should be removed,
along with the surrounding material to avoid bias. In this case
the excavation will go below the top of the ring, however it
should not exceed the depth of the coring cylinder. If the
protruding particle extends below the bottom of the coring
cylinder, it will be necessary to start over with a new sample.

Step 3. After you complete digging, rinse the fine particles

clinging to your hand and arm into the collection basin with the
rinse bottle (Figure 19).
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q.
Stop-Ring

Dlg sample down to stop-ring (a.) so thot
the plunger handle fits under coring handle

If a plece of larger gravel (b.) extends under
stop-ring (a.), then dig out gravel to its base
but not o exceed bottom of coring tube (c.)

Figure 18. Stop-ring protocol.

Then, insert the clean plunger into the top of the coring cyhn-
der (Figure 20) and slowly push the plunger down into the
cylinder. Don’t push the plunger too rapidly or water will not
have time to pass through the one-way valve and silty water will
be forced down into the substrate (Figure 21). If this occurs, you
will often notice a turbid cloud emerging from the substrate just
downstream of the sampler.

When the plunger comes to rest on the stop-ring near the base of
the coring cylinder the sampler is ready to be removed (Figure
22). Many samplers are
designed so that when the
plunger is fully inserted and
resting against the stop-ring,
the plunger handle fits under
the handle of the sampler.

Step 4. In one smooth

|- i _ ‘
Figure 22. Plunger fully inserted.

: motion, lift the sampler out of the substrate and carefully pour
Figure 23. Pour sample into clean the gravel and water from the sampler into a clean plastic bucket

bucket. (Figure 23). A five gallon bucket will usually hold a sample,
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but not

If a plece of larger gravel (b.) extends under
s’rop-rin? (a.). then dig out gravel to its base
o exceed bottom of coring tube (c.)

Figure 18. Stop-ring protocol.

Then, insert the clean plunger into the top of the coring cylin-
der (Figure 20) and slowly push the plunger down into the
cylinder. Don’t push the plunger too rapidly or water will not
have time to pass through the one-way valve and silty water will
be forced down into the substrate (Figure 21). If this occurs, you
will often notice a turbid cloud emerging from the substrate just

downstream of the sampler.

When the plunger comes to rest on the stop-ring near the base of
the coring cylinder the sampler is ready to be removed (Figure

Figure 23. Pour sample into clean
bucket.
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22). Many samplers are
designed so that when the
plunger is fully inserted and
resting against the stop-ring, |B ; _

the plunger handle fits under |[FSaNg:- ' ‘

the handle of the sampler. Figure 22. Plunger fully inserted.

Step 4. In one smooth

motion, lift the sampler out of the substrate and carefully pour
the gravel and water from the sampler into a clean plastic bucket
(Figure 23). A five gallon bucket will usually hold a sample,
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however samples taken in deep areas contain more water and
may require two buckets.

After pouring the sample into the bucket, carefully rinse out the
sampler with the rinse bottle, taking care to insure that fine
particles that were inside the sampler end up in the bucket,
while any on the outside of the sampler do not (Figure 24).

B
P
iz

Figure 24. Rinse cylinder into bucker,  Step S. Finally, fill out a label on waterproof paper with the

' date, stream name, segment number, riffle-crest number, bucket/
sample number, and crew names (Figure 25). Appendix D provides a page of sample labels that can
be copied on waterproof paper. The outside of the bucket and its lid should have a discrete number,
inscribed or marked with permanent marker. Seal the bucket with a tight-fitting lid. Record the
information on Form 6.1 or in your field notebook.

Date: : .

- Stream: Seg.# TFW Amblent
Riffle Crest # Monltoring
Bucket/Sample # Gravel Sample
Crew:

et e e e =%

Figure 25. Gravel sample label for bucket identification.
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Methods for Processing Spawning Gravel Samples

Two options are provided for processing spawning gravel samples. The volumetric method
determines particle size distribution based on the volume of material in various size classes, mea-
sured while damp. The gravimetric method calculates the particle size distribution based on the
weight of material that has been oven-dried. There are advantages and disadvantages to both meth-
ods. The greater labor and more elaborate equipment required by the gravimetric method make it
more expensive, but the procedure eliminates many potential sources of inaccuracy and provides
data meeting geology.and engineering standards. The volumetric method is faster and requires less
equipment, reducing processing costs, but it provides greater potential for inaccuracies. The choice
of methods is left to the cooperator, depending on data needs and the time and equipment available.
During data analysis, gravimetric data will be converted to volumetric equivalents and vice-versa.

The Volumetric Processing Method

The volumetric method of processing spawning gravel originated with Dr. William McNeil’s studies
of pink and chum salmon spawning grounds in southeast Alaska in the late 1950’s (McNeil and
Ahnell, 1960). This method has been used, with refinements, in many additional studies of spawn-
g gravel in Washington State (Cederholm and Lestelle, 1974, Tagart, 1976). The procedure
involves washing the gravel sample through a series of sieves and measuring the volume of material
collected on each sieve to characterize the composition of the sample.

The recommended sieve sizes provide a geometric progression of categories adequate to characterize
the overall particle size-distribution of the sample, and include the 0.85 mm size-class that has been
correlated with survival to emergence of salmonids. In some cases, cooperators may not have all of
the suggested sieves, or may have a set with somewhat different sizes. At a minimum, it is essential
to have the 0.85mm sieves and at least three sieves smaller than 0.85mm and four sieves larger than
0.85mm at geometrically spaced intervals.

Equipment Needed
Sieves- 12" diameter- one each of the following sizes:

64.0 mm

32.0 mm

16.0 mm

8.0 mm

4.0 mm

2.0 mm

1.0 mm

085 mm . -
0.5 mm ’
0.25 mm

0.125 mm

1994 TFW Ambient Monitoring Manual Spawning Gravel -21




1-Sieve holder

1-Catch basin

1-Stand

1-Hose connected to pressurized water supply

1-Nozzle that can be used to contro! water usage

4-Graduated cylinders, modified to attach with flexible tubing to the bottom of the catch basin
1-Flexible tubing

1-Displacemient flask, with rubber tubing on outlet and clip to
control flow '

1-Graduated cylinder- 1000 ml

1-Graduated cylinder- 500 ml

1-Graduated cylinder- 100 ml

1-small cup

3-kitchen timers

1- sturdy table

1-level (2 or 4 ft)

Forms for recording data

Pencils

Rain gear

Processing Samples

Setting Up the Processing Laboratory

The lab should provide protection from the weather, but must be capable of handling water on the
floor. An enclosed room with heat, electricity, a water faucet and a concrete floor with a drain is
ideal for volumetric processing in all weather and temperature conditions.

The stand that holds the sieves and the catch basin should be placed on a level surface, so that it will
remain stable and withstand jostling. It should be elevated to allow water to drain from the catch
basin into a graduated cylinder. Volumetric measurements are made on a table ideally located in the
same room as the stand holding the sieves, but out of the way to avoid being bumped by people
working around the stand. The table should be level to ensure accurate readings. Check the surface
of the table with a level and use small shims of wood under the legs to level it.

Washing Samples Through the Sieves

Once the lab has been set up, you are ready to begin processing samples.

Step 1. Begin by filling out a spawning gravel composition data sheet (Form 6.2) each day and
segment. Appendix E contains a copy of Form 6.2 that can be copied on waterproof paper. Use a
separate form for each stream segment. Record the steam name, WRIA number, segment number,
the date of processing, date the sample was collected, and the name and affiliation of the person(s)
processing the samples. Note the processing method used. Record the sieve sizes (in descending
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order) in the column on the left hand side of the form. Don't forget to include a row for the material
captured in the graduated cylinder attached to the bottom of the catch basin. Label this row "less
than" the smallest sieve size (for example, <.125mm).

Step 2. Next, rinse out the catch basin

and place it in the stand (Figure 26). (640mm ]
Use a short piece of tight-fitting

flexible tubing and hose clamps to (320mm ]
attach a specially modified graduated ;
cylinder to the outlet of the catch’ _
basin. These cylinders must have a B
plumbing fitting glued into the top that ;@
allows them to be attached to the
rubber hose without leaking.
Before beginning to sieve samples, it )

—L0mm]
is imperative to check and make
certain that a graduated cylinder has @
been attached to the bottom of the @
catch basin (Figure 27). Forgetting to :
attach one will result in irretrievable
(0125mm]

loss of the finest sediments, and the « fexbble
sample must be disgarded. 5 tublng
12" dla. sleves stacked
in descending order of < Modlfled
mash size and set info graduated
Sleve holder on stand cylinder

Figure 26. Diagram of a volumetric gravel processing station.

Figure 27. Graduated cylinder Step 3. Place the sieve holder in the top of the stand. Stack
attatched to bottom of catch basin. the sieves one on top of another in order of descending mesh

size, so that the one with the largest mesh size is on the top
and the one with the smallest mesh size is on the bottom. Place the tightly nested stack of sieves in
the sieve holder. It is important to have the sieves in perfect descending order, otherwise the mate-
rial will not be properly sorted and the sieve that is out of order will become clogged.

Step 4. Open the plastic bucket containing the sample and remove the tag. Record the sample
number and riffle crest number off the tag at the top of the appropriate column of the gravel sample
composition data form.

Step 5. Lift the bucket to the top of the stack of sieves, and carefully pour the contents into the top
sieve without spilling gravel or water (Figure 28). Using the hose and nozzle, carefully rinse any
particles remaining in the bucket, or on the inside of the lid, into the sieves (Figure 29). The entire
contents of a bucket should empty into the sieves at one time, because the water in the sample
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Figure 28. Pour contents of bucket into
top sieve,

Figure 29. Rinse sample bucket
thoroughly.

Figure 31. Top sieve after all finer
particles have passed through mesh.

washes the finer particles down into the stack of sieves. How-
ever, if the top sieve becomes full, stop and shake the material
down before continuing to empty the sample bucket.

Step 6. Shake and wash the particles through the sieves. Itis
important to be thorough so that the material is accurately
sorted by size class. Failure to thoroughly wash material
through the sieves will result in inaccurate results because the
volume of the smaller particle size-classes will be underesti-
mated.

To force the material through the sieves, use a combination of
shaking and washing. Begin by grasping the outside of the
sieves and forcefully shaking them back and forth. Be careful
not to shake material out of the top sieve onto the floor, or to
dislodge sieves from the stack or the sieve holder. When you
no longer hear particles rattling down through the sieves, use a
fine spray from the nozzle to carefully rinse the material in the
top sieve (Figure 30).

The goal is to wash all particles small enough to pass through
the screen into the next sieve. It often helps to jostle the sieve
stack while washing. Make sure the stream of spray from the
nozzle is not too powerful and is directed downward, or it may
drive fine particles out of the sieve and onto the floor. When
all the smaller particles have been washed down into the next
sieve, remove the top sieve (Figure 31) and lean it up at a 45
degree angle to drain while you work on the other sieves.
Repeat the procedure on each successive sieve until all sieves
have been carefully washed and set to drain (Figure 32).

Working with fine materi-
als on the small-mesh
sieves is challenging
because there is little
difference in diameter
between the size-classes.
The particles are layered
on top of one another and
cling together, and it is Figurc 32. Set sicves at 45° to drain.
difficult to force them

through the small openings.

Concentrate and work carefully, using the spray from the nozzle to move the particles around the
screen (Figure 33). All particles must come in contact with the screen and have an opportunity to be
washed through. Use an adequate amount of water during processing to ensure good results, How-
ever, there is a limit to the amount of water that can be held by the catch basin without causing an
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overflow. Monitor the water level in the catch basin to avoid
overfilling it. If the catch basin overflows and suspended fine
sediments are lost, document the problem and note the pan
sediment bias.

Step 7. While the sieves are being washed, water passing
through them drains into the catch basin, carrying clay and silt
particles fine enough to pass through the smallest screen. The
wash water is captured in the catch basin, and the fine sediment ~ Figure 33. Concentrate and work
particles settle to the bottom and slide down the steep sides of carefully.

the catch basin into the graduated cylinder. Make sure the

rubber hose connecting the graduated cylinder is not twisted or pinched, so flow of sediment into the
cylinder is not obstructed. In order to ensure consistent results, adequate time must be provided for
sediment to settle into the graduated cylinder. Wait 20 minutes from the time you finish washing
sieves before removing the graduated cylinder from the bottom of the catch basin. Use this time to
begin volumetric measurement of the contents of the sieves.

Measuring the Volume of Matenal in the Sieves

Measure the volume of material in each sieve. Begin with the sieve having the largest mesh size and
work down in the same order that the sieves were washed. This helps to ensure that each sieve
drains for a similar amount of time. It is important to allow time for water to drain from the spaces
between the particles because water mixed with the particles will create additional displacement,
resulting in an overly high volume measurement. Some inaccuracy is unavoidable because water
will be held between the smaller particles by capillary action. This is an inherent disadvantage of
the wet-volume method. To minimize this problem, all sieves should drain for 15 minutes.

Step 1. Check and make sure the sample number and the riffle crest or patch number are recorded
on the data form (circle appropriate type).

Step 2. Before measuring the volume of matenal for a set of sieves, fill the displacement flask with
water to a level above the outlet tube. Then, use the control valve to open the outlet hose and allow
the excess water to drain. When no
additional water comes out, close the
outlet tube (Figure 34). The displace-
ment flask is now ready.

Water
Lovel

Step 3. Empty the material from the
first (largest diameter) sieve into the
displacement flask (Figure 35). Before
putting material from the sieve into

[ 1. Fill flask with water 2. Allow to drain untli no
the displacement ﬂa§k, always make Fil fiaskc with we fodra
sure the outlet tube is closed. Hold the control valve out control valve.
sieve over the displacement flask and [Cioss the control vawe |

carefully pour the particles out of the

sieve into the displacement flask, Figure 34. Displacement flask preparation.
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Figure 35, Empty sieve material into
flask. Make sure valve is closed.

Figure 37. Brushing back of sieve
screen to remove embedded particles.

Figure 39. Place graduated cylinder under
outlet tube and open valve to record volume
displaced.

1994 TFW Ambient Monitoring Manual

taking care not to splash water out. Be thorough and remove
all material from the sieve. It is difficult to remove small
particles from sieves with fine screens. It helpsto use a
small cup to dip water out of the displacement flask and
wash sediment from the
screen into the displace-
ment flask (Figure 36).
Be very careful to spill
no water because all the
water that 1s dipped out
of the displacement flask
must return to the flask .
or the measurement will RS

be inaccurate. Figure 36. Usc cup to wash fine
particles from screen into collection pan.

Tap the excess water out

of the cup into the displacement flask when you are done
washing the screen. Brushing or scraping the back of the
screen will help to remove particles that are lodged in the
screen (Figure 37). Although it may be impossible to
remove all particles from the mesh of some of the screens,
they should be thoroughly clean before the measurement is

‘taken.

When you are done cleaning the sieve, use the cup to dip
water from the flask and rinse all the particles from the
surface of the collection
pan into the water
(Figure 38). Tap the
excess water out of the
cup into the displace-
ment flask when you are
done.

Step 4. After the water  Figure 38. Rinse collection basin with
in the flask has become  flask water. -

still, open the valve on

the outlet tube and drain

the excess water into a graduated cylinder (Figure 39).
Choose the smallest cylinder that will hold the water. After
a little experience you will be able to judge the size of
cylinder needed from the amount of material in the sieve. If
you underestimate, close the valve on the tube before the
cylinder overflows and get a larger one. Close the valve
after water stops coming out. Set the graduvated cylinder on
the table and with a light source behind the cylinder read the
line on the graduated cylinder corresponding with the top of
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the water (Figure 40). Record the volume in milliliters under the
appropriate column on the form. Take care because the various
sizes of graduated cylinders use different scales. It is also'a
good idea to check calibration among cylinders for manufactur-
ing error at the start of a season or when replacing a cylinder.

Step 5. Record the volume measurement (in milliliters) in the
appropriate column on the spawning gravel data composition
form. Record additive cylinders as they are read {e.g., "935 ml
+ 247 ml"). ' '

Step 6. Continue to measure and record the volume of material
captured on each successive sieve using the same procedure.
The displacement flask should have adequate

935

ml

Figure 40. Read volume of water in
graduated cylinder.

capacity so that it will not have to be emptied
until the set of sieves is done.

Step 7. After all the sieves in the stack have
been done, remove the graduated cylinder

from the bottom of the catch basin, allowing
the additional water to evacuate from the
basin. Put the cylinder on the table, with a tag
identifying the sample number, and set the
timer for 60 minutes (Figure 41). When the
timer rings, record the amount of sediment
that has settled out in the bottom of the cylin-
der. Inthe meantime, clean out and reset the
displacement flask, rinse out the catch basin,
attach another clean cylinder, and begin
processing another sample.

Figure 41, Clay and silt sediments must seitle for 60

minutes befere recording the volume they displace.
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The Gravimetric Processing Method

The dry or gravimetric method of processing spawning gravel samples has its foundation in the
engineering (materials testing) and soil sciences. Outside of Washington, fisheries biologists have
increasingly used this methodology (Lotspeich and Everest, 1981, Shepard et al.,, 1984, Platts et al,,
1989). Although the cost of equipment makes the gravimetric technique more expensive, it has a
decided advantage in terms of precision. The analysis procedure is conceptually similar to that of
the volumetric method, with the main differences involving drying of samples and weighing of
individual sample size.

Equipment Needed
11- Sieves (300 mm dia)- one each of the following sizes:

64.0 mm
32.0 mm
16.0 mm
3.0 mm
4.0 mm
2.0 mm
1.0 mm
0.85 mm
0.5 mm
0.25 mm
0.125 mm

1- Drying oven {Gilson BO-550). Note: Many options available here, check with various
scientific supply companies. Regular domestic ovens will also work.

1- Triple beam balance (20 kg capacity)

6- Drying pans (stainless steel, 52,5 x 32.2 x 10.1 ¢m)

11- Weighing pans (34.29 ¢m diameter, 8.9 cm height)

1- Mechanical shaker

1- Sample splitter (necessary if sieves become overwhelmed by fines)

Filter masks -

Forms for recording gravel composition data (Appendix C)

Pencils

Lab requirements for gravimetric processing are similar to those for the volumetric method. A dry,
dust-resistant room, with a concrete floor, good lighting and ample electrical outlets is necessary.
Because the shaking process is noisy, try to locate the lab away from other co-workers. A sturdy
table to place the balance and record data is also nice. It is recommended that the mechanical shaker
be bolted to a secure base, as vibration and movement of the unit can be significant.
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Processing Samples

Field collected samples (previously stored in individual, labelled 5-gallon buckets) must be dried
prior to processing. Sample buckets should be left undisturbed for 48 hours to allow the suspended
fraction to drop out. Carefiilly open the lids of the sample buckets to be processed. Inspect the
volume of water in each gravel sample. If there is significant water in your sample, carefully siphon
or pump away excess supernatant (clear water) to within five cm of the gravel layer.

Place samples in individual drying trays making sure that the bucket is cleaned of remaining sedi-
ment particles. Be sure to include the metal identification tag as well. Drying trays should be large
enough to contain the entire McNeil sample. Oven dry your sample for 12-24 hours at between 50-
105 degrees centigrade. Experience will dictate the time and temperature setting for efficient pro-
cessing of your samples. If you are sampling in geologies dominated by clay, use a lower tempera-
ture setting, as some researchers have reported fracturing of gravel and rubble particles.

Once your samples have been dried and cooled, they can be sieved. Check to see that the sieves are
in descending order. Place them into the shaker frame, and add the gravel sample to the sieve stack.
Place the shaker lid over the largest sieve, then adjust and tighten the adjustment bolts and set the
shaker timer for five minutes. In clay geologies a longer shaking time may be necessary. If using
the recommended Phi-series of sieves it will be necessary to shake each sample through 11 sieves.
Because standard shakers hold only 6 sieves, the investigator must shake the sample through the
larger 5 sieves, then again through the final 6 small sieves. Once the samples have been shaken,
remove each size sieve and place the sample portion into individual weighing pans.

As sieve size decreases, the sieves will become increasingly “clogged” with sediment. Be sure to
thoroughly clean each sieve with the appropriate brush. It is a good idea to pre-mark each weighing
pan to a corresponding size class and to clearly mark the tare weight of the pan. Samples can then
be weighed on the balance. The total weight of the sample/pan minus the tare weight equals the
sample weight. Record the weight of material in each sieve on the form in Appendix C.

Data Analysis

Data analysis will be provided by the Ambient Monitoring Program for spawning gravel composi-
tion data collected by cooperators using the spawning gravel composition module. Forms are
provided for recording spawning gravel composition data. Cooperators will have their data entered
into a database where it will be analyzed and will receive a data summary sheet and a copy of their
database on floppy disk.

Spawning gravel composition has been characterized in a variety of ways by different investigators.
Young et al. (1991) evaluated 15 different measures of substrate composition. They determined that
geometric mean diameter (Dg) was the most sensitive measure of survival to emergence and the
percentage of particles less than 0.85mm was the most sensitive indicator of changes to substrate
induced by land management activities. They concluded that no single measure would be adequate
to describe both potential survival to emergence and alteration of substrate due to land management
activities.
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Consequently, substrate samples will be analyzed using both measures. The percentage of particles
less than 0.85mm (volumetric equivalent} will be calculated for each individual sample and the
segment average will be provided for use in Watershed Analysis. In addition, the geometric mean
diameter (gravimetric equivalent) will also be provided. The results of the data analysis will be
contained in a spawning gravel fine sediment segment summary report provided to cooperators,

Data Analysis for Individual Samples

Information on the amount of material retained on each sieve will have been recorded in either
grams or milliliters depending on the processing method used. This information will be entered into
the database and a conversion factor will be used to calculate equivalent gravimetric values for
volumetric data or volumetric equivalents for gravimetric data.

The amount of material retained on each sieve, the percentage of the total it represents, and the
cumulative percentage less than the next sieve size will be calculated separately for both the volu-
metric and gravimetric values. The cumulative percent less than the next largest sieve size will be
calculated for each sieve size by summing the amount of material on that sieve and all smaller size
classes and dividing this figure by the total material in the sample,

Similarly, the percentage of fine sediments less than 0.85mm will be calculated by summing the
total amount of material in the size classes less than 0.85mm and dividing by the total amount of
material in the sample. The geometric mean diameter will be calculated with the formula used by
Young et al. (1991) from Lotspeich and Everest (1981).

Information on the amount and percentage of material retained on each sieve, in both volumetric and
gravimetric equivalents, will be reported for each sample in the spawning gravel fine sediment
segment summary report. The cumulative percentage less than each sieve size, the percentage of
material less than 0.85mm, and the geometric mean diameter for each sample will also be reported.

Data Analysis by Stream Segment

The mean percentage of fine sediments less than 0.85mm (and standard deviation) and the mean
value for geometric mean diameter will be calculated and reported for each segment in the segment
summary report. The average value for geometric mean diameter is calculated by summing the
individual geometric mean diameter values for all the samples in the segment and dividing by the
total number of samples. The average value for percentage of fine sediments less than 0.85mm is
calculated by summing all the individual sample values for percent fine sediment values less than
0.85mm and dividing by the total number of samples from the segment.

In addition, individual samples within the segment will be sorted into three categories utilized in
Watershed Analysis. The categories are based on the percentage of fine sediment less than ¢.85mm
and include: samples with less than 12% fine sediment, samples with 12-17% fine sediment, and
samples with greater than 17% fine sediment. The number and percentage of individual samples
falling in each category will be calculated and displayed in graphic form in the segment summary
report.
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Training, Field Assistance and Quality Control

This manual is intended as a reference for those collecting information on spawning gravel composi-
tion in conjunction with the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program and Watershed Analysis. It is
difficult to rely solely on a manual to learn and implement the methodology, so the TFW Ambient
Monitoring Program offers formal training sessions and informal field assistance visits to help
cooperators learn the methodology.

In addition, the Ambient Monitoring Program also-provides a quality control service to identify and
correct inconsistencies in application of the methods and to ensure replicable and consistent data is
being collected throughout the state. The quality control service entails both pre- and mid-season
quality assurance (QA) surveys. The pre-season QA survey documents that your crews are collecting
high quality data from day one. The mid-season QA survey documents crew consistency and wheth-
er training or corrections applied to problems during the pre-season QA survey were effective. For
more information on quality control protocols, refer to the Qualtiy Assurance Module.

We encourage cooperators to utilize these services. Please contact the Northwest Indian Fisheries
Commission (1-206-438-1180) for more information concerning the TFW Ambient Monitoring
Program.
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APPENDIX B

TABLE A.1. 2500 Random Digits
1-5  6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50

T 38742 24201 25580 18631 30563 11548 08022 62261 743563 54597
2 01448 28091 45289 81470 09829 49377 88809 59780 44891 29447
3 34748 23715 37936 17206 26527 21554 42118 78918 30845 78748
1 89533 67532 74970 48045 0599 85529 20588 59726 84051 44388
c .74143 .13387 $4602. 07271 03530.B8954. 66174 68319 25323 05476
& 92837 06594 01464 43011 27981 B1256 75447 28243 29149 70357
7 47008 55993 22494 55337 74159 11283 13316 27479 63079 14060
8 92404 00156 38141 04269 51599 11371 24120 88150 99849 54740
9 45349 4BBSA 67952 04245 32056 47900 844670 50098 29179 47904
10 14929 17418 70811 53752 39997 53621 47393 248%1 53738 77251
11 95400 57951 64492 52389 846037 52584 42208 74681 82599 24606
12 35981 75140 246771 47481 54042 25121 70479 50295 43593 08220
13 37705 05124 40924 24374 99850 12414 11982 83219 28396 93874
14 57830 54440 89150 92919 90913 49540 49845 98239 78807 87479
15 32789 25115 44030 84301 41900 17173 34870 37043 404625 17954
16 60127 17491 59011 37429 03435 77178 08520 49910 34898 343435
17 17115 42174 81592 04300 48875 30353 48430 84132 55173 05788
18 27740 36541 85417 06242 09725 10642 44142 29425 49415 98340
19 04494 95805 16053 37126 54750 12617 09310 94021 3BA71 57427
20 34753 89545 33847 78318 41551 18705 44107 18200 56834 74584
21 63319 12471 56242 06344 94606 89207 26550 93261 17931 79259
22 93802 54500 92170 51425 74130 10301 08743 56045 00093 03793
23 82541 67501 01348 91079 54810 68140 11840 84288 27053 00917
24 99251 10088 48345 72784 81066 54353 17544 31595 77244 40514
25 79754 52083 29291 46149 144346 24380 35201 07490 28845 02341
26 94723 05193 38941 33288 13923 44840 12385 94973 43259 85010
27 94159 16158 24345 78541 44611 64849 17478 3B209 24023 56259
28 94478 A1518 83302 17882 79991 00083 29337 39994 04328 056474
29 97329 SB8A%4 55229 90839 93840 67032 77411 57137 06172 11034
30 33143 94219 38015 71878 42332 28120 80481 41745 4B08D 88774
31 83510 94405 93811 02145 74541 29582 24535 21485 54519 93320
32 98898 39140 50371 20646 07782 63276 66375 BEI0S 77405 74749
33 04406 756409 46544 55985 72507 98478 48840 15601 44598 50487
34 55997 34203 29784 12914 37942 86041 48431 11784 28492 28049
35 95911 19810 &5733 05412.18498 79393 37322 75911 92047 61599
36 67151 13303 12444 08918 27140 22884 41210 67131 52278 95829
37 59348 23548 40681 09171 18170 62427 48209 62135 44727 12937
38 75470 78997 76059 B3474 15744 71892 52740 22930 924624 93034
39 94444 45844 42304 85504 24762 24841 47226 34746 90302 70785
40 73514 82157 24805 75928 02150 84557 12930 43123 11922 769460
41 B90S9 45444 S6541 42549 21737 78943 30917 37044 81184 83397
42 94958 71785 47449 29342 91492 BOP02 80386 856162 74551 87221
43 21739 20710 41345 04257 09821 17188 80855 746589 36971 41982
44 9359 78783 44343 03715 12473 48553 027462 45114 75502 42382
45 14233 52557 179464 20078 82454 35147 35631 81815 18879 93474
45 22894 01894 47934 54594 43739 51301 22511 394546 51031 58121
47 39314 BSE20 09294 47074 77403 82789 22212 52358 89310 57604
48 31839 40095 98007 15405 93204 84857 29784 43937 83545 50407
49 30095 11744 74086 65948 37934 35941 25731 30787 68848 14320
50 42450 70020 43245 05233 21149 85898 73527 55448 65388 55211
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STREAM TEMPERATURE MODULE

Introduction

Water temperature is a critical factor affecting the survival and growth of salmonid fishes that reside in
freshwater streams during the summer low flow period. Lantz (1970) provides the following summary
of the relationship between water temperature and salmonids:

1. Water temperature is one of the most important environmental factors affecting fish because
they are cold-blooded and their internal body temperature must adjust to the temperature of the
external environment.

2, Salmon and trout have a lower level of thermal tolerance than many other species have.

3. Fish have lower and upper lethal temperature limits. These limits are specific for each species,
but may vary at different stages in their life history.

4. Within the lethal thermal limits, other environmental factors (such as diseases, toxic materials,
etc.) can operate in conjunction with temperature to reduce survival. The total impact of such
interactions may be greater than the sum of their individual effects.

5. Fish are able to acclimatize themselves to seasonal temperature changes and to minor fluctua-
tions in temperature. They acclimatize more readily to an increase than to a decrease in tem-
perature.

6. Growth is an indicator of the well-being of an animal. The most efficient utilization of food

resources for growth occurs at lower temperatures,
7. Migratory behavior patterns of adults and juveniles can be altered by temperature changes.

8. The scope for activity of cold-water fishes is greatest at moderately low temperatures, which
correspond closely to the fishes preferred temperatures.

The optimal temperature range for most salmonid species is approximately 12-14 degrees C. Increased
stream temperature may have a beneficial effect on salmonids when it results in greater food production
and increased growth but does not exceed the optimal temperature range (Beschta et al , 1987). Lethal
levels for adult salmonids will vary according to factors such as the acclimation temperature and the
duration of the temperature increase, but they generally are in the range of 23-29 degrees C (Bjornn and
Reiser, 1991). Bjornn and Reiser (1991) caution that, “although some salmonids can survive at rela-
tively high temperatures, most are placed in life-threatening conditions when temperatures exceed 23-25
degrees C, and they usually try to avoid such temperatures by moving to other areas”. The egg and
juvenile life history stages are the most sensitive to high temperatures (MacDonald et al., 1991). In
some cases, the extent of temperature changes may be more critical than the maxima.

Sub-lethal effects of above optimal water temperatures often appear to be more critical than direct
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mortality. Examples of sub-lethal effects include: a.) reduced survival of eggs and progeny when adults
spawn in warm water (Lantz, 1970); b.) increased virulence of many of the diseases most significant in
the Pacific Northwest including kidney disease, furunculosis, vibriosis and columnaris (Lantz, 1970);
¢.) avoidance of warm waters, resulting in changes in distribution or migration patterns (Beschta et al.,
1987); d.) increased metabolic activity that results in reduced growth rate when temperatures exceed the
optimum level (Lantz, 1970, Beschta et al., 1987); e.) change in timing of development and life history
stages (Holtby, 1988); and f.} reduced ability to compete with other species (Beschta et al., 1987).

How Forest Practices Effect Stream Temperature

The principal source of heat for small mountain streams is the solar radiation that directly strikes the
surface of the stream (Brown, 1971). The amount of sunlight reaching the stream depends on the
surface area of the stream and the shade provided by vegetation and topography. Wide, shallow streams
receive more solar radiation relative to the volume of water than narrow, deep ones (Brown, 1971). For
a given rate of solar radiation input, temperature change is directly proportional to surface area and
inversely proportional to discharge (Sullivan et al., 1990). Vegetation typically provides substantial
shade to streams and other water bodies in forested areas. Reduction in vegetative cover along streams
from human or natural causes increases incident solar radiation reaching the stream. This results in
higher maximum summer temperatures and larger diurnal fluctuations, especially in small streams
(Sullivan et al., 1990).

On very wide streams, where riparian vegetation cannot shade the mid-channel! area, shade provided to
margins of the stream may play an important role in moderating water temperature near stream banks.
Stream bank shade in these situations may be providing refugia to fish and other aquatic life. Other
factors affecting water temperature include: extent of ground water inputs, air temperature, water depth
and channel form (width:depth ratio). Heat is transported downstream with flowing water. As water
moves downstream, its temperature seeks an equilibrium with air temperature although it responds to
local environmental factors such as shading, ground water inputs and tributary inflow (Sullivan et al |
1990).

The effects of logging on stream temperature can be reduced by designing timber harvest units to
maintain adequate shade. In Washington State, post-harvest shade requirements necessary to meet

water quality standards are estimated with a screening tool (empirically-derived temperature screens)
based on the elevation of the site. Alternately, a predictive temperature model with additional site-
specific factors can be used (Doughty et al., 1993). Rashin and Graber (1992) tested the effectiveness
of the 1988 riparian management zone regulations and recommended periodic review and update of the
temperature screen and model as new stream temperature data becomes available. In 1993, the review of
additional data and the TFW Stream Temperature Workshop resulted in the development of an Eastern
Washington temperature screen.
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Purpose of the TFW Stream Temperature Module

The objectives of the TFW Stream Temperature Module are as follows:

1. Determine the maximum temperature regime of a stream reach or specific location in a stream
(Levels 1, 2 and 3);
2. Provide data that can be used to test and improve the TFW temperature screen (Levels 2 and 3),
3. Provide data-that can be used to test and improve the empirical relations in the TFWTEMP
model and allow a more complete assessment of factors influencing stream temperature (Level
3, only). '
Methodology

The Stream Temperature Module provides a three-level approach that allows you to choose the protocol
that meets your monitoring objectives. Objectives must be fully defined in order to decide which
parameters and protocols are appropriate to your monitoring project.

Equipment Needed

For Level 1:

- Max-Min Thermometers or Recording Electronic Thermographs

- Locking steel box and chain (or other enclosure) to protect thermograph from weather, theft, and/or
vandalism

- Stakes and fasteners (wires or plastic ties) to set probes/thermometers in stream.

- Calibration thermometer

- Ice, Water bath or 5 gallon bucket of sand for calibration

- Aenal photos of site

- Field notebook and pencils

- Magnet for zeroing Max-Min thermometers

For Level 2: For Level 3: -
- Equipment listed for Level 1; and - Equipment listed for Levels 1 and 2; and
_ - Densiometer - Map wheel or digitizer
- Tape measure or hipchain - Stadia rod or measuring stick
- Topographic map of site (USGS 7.5 minute) - Clinometer
- Flowmeter
- Air temperature probe or Min/Max ther-
mometer
- Camera
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The Level 1 Method

The Level 1 method is designed to determine the maximum temperature regime of a stream reach or a
specific location in a stream. Either recording thermographs or min-max thermometers may be used to
measure temperature. Both types of instruments are discussed in the following section,

in jtoring Site

It is often preferable to establish a site that is near the downstream end of a thermal reach, so as to
characterize that reach rather than local conditions. A thermal reach is a reach that has similar (rela-
tively homogeneous) stream and riparian conditions for a sufficient distance to allow the stream tem-
perature to reach equilibrium with those conditions. The identification of a homogeneous thermal reach
is based on the consistency of many local factors such as riparian condition and seral stage, adjacent
timber harvest activities, wetted width/depth ratios, and beaver dam activity. As a general guideline,
significant variations in reach consistency comprising less than 10% of the reach length are acceptable.
Aerial photos are helpful in the assessment of stream reach conditions.

The length of reach required to attain thermal equilibrium will depend on stream size (especially water
depth) and morphology. A deep, slow moving stream responds more slowly to heat inputs and requires
a longer thermal reach, while a shallow, faster moving stream will generally respond faster to changing
riparian conditions, indicating a shorter thermal reach. As a rule of thumb, it takes about 600 meters
(2000 feet) of similar conditions to establish thermal equilibrium within a thermal reach, although that
may be reduced to as little as 300 meters for a small stream under certain conditions. If in doubt about
the length of the thermal reach, use 600 meters.

If the reach above your monitoring site has highly variable riparian or stream channel conditions (such
as significant tributary input within 600 meters, or major changes in riparian vegetation), you can still
determine the temperature at that site. Keep in mind that you will be characterizing localized tempera-
ture conditions as opposed to conditions of a representative reach. In other words, the stream tempera-
ture at that site could be in a state of flux, either increasing or decreasing in order to come into equilib-
rium with changing conditions.

Determining the Monitoring Period )

For determining maximum equilibrium temperature (i.e. maximum annual temperature) of the reach,
monitoring should be conducted between July 15 and August 15, although the period may be extended
until August 30 in some areas, particularly in Eastern Washington. Late June and early July may also
be important high temperature periods in some areas. Use local knowledge to determine the best moni-
toring period, but include the July 15 - August 15 period. Monitoring should be conducted for at least
14 consecutive days during this period. Longer monitoring periods may improve your ability to charac-
terize the temperature regime, but will also increase the risk of losing or damaging your equipment due
to floods, animal damage, or vandalism.

1994 TFW Ambient Monitoring Manual Temperature - 6




el ettt e e o o s Bl bk et "

Calibrating Instruments

The following is a minimum calibration procedure. The calibration process can be improved by running
calibration checks in two different water baths (e.g. one iced and one at room temperature). Before
installing thermographs or thermometers, it is necessary to conduct a pre-survey calibration to ensure
reliability and provide documentation for your Quality Assurance Plan. Calibration is best accomplished
just prior to each season's project. Post-survey calibrations are also required to document that your
instruments performed consistently through the season,

Calibration of recording thermographs.

This section will refer to Form 8.0 "Thermograph Calibration" for documentation (Appendix A). The
first step is to fill-out the header information box at the top of the form including thermograph and
reference thermometer makes, models, and manufacturer's stated accuracy range. Pre- and Post-survey
data boxes have been placed on the same page for easy reference.

Except for Hobo units, data loggers and probes should be paired for calibration in the same combina-
tions as they will be deployed for monitoring. Check to make sure batteries are fully charged or in
working condition. If thermographs consist of data loggers with detachable temperature probes, each
data logger and probe should be marked with a unique identification code. If you are using more than
one probe per thermograph (water/air), each probe must be marked separately and the calibration infor-
mation recorded in a separate box. Each individual thermograph and probe code should be written in the
upper right "ID" box for each bath record.

Next, fill-in the appropniate type of calibration bath (room temperature water, ice water, sand, or field
site) you will be using. For room temperature and ice water baths, place all probes in a stable water
bath, along with a reliable reference thermometer. Multiple probes and the reference thermometer need
to be bundled together (physical contact) or be situated at the same level in a temperature bath. Agita-
tion of room temperature and ice water baths is important to maintain a uniform temperature. Note: it
only takes 1-2 minutes for a bath to develop temperature layers. For stable temperature baths, use the
following procedures in a 2 to 5 gallon container:

Room Temperature Water Bath - Fill a container with water and let sit overnight in a controlled
environment (a room where air temperature can be kept relatively constant). Five minutes prior to
calibration, begin mixing the water and continue to mix during calibration to avoid temperature stratifi-
cation.

Ice Water Bath - Fill a container 3/4 full of ice and add water to cover completely. Mix the water bath
constantly until you achieve and maintain a uniform water temperature down to near 0 degrees Celsius.
Ice must always be present in the bath to maintain equilibrium. Continue to gently agitate the bath
during calibration to avoid temperature stratification.

Sand Bath - If fluctuating temperatures make a stable water bath difficult to obtain, a five gallon bucket
filled with sand can be used. Allow the sand bucket to stabilize in as controlled an environment as
possible for a day prior to calibration.
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After allowing 5 minutes for the probes and thermometers to reach equilibrium (10 minutes for Hobo
units), record the time, reference thermometer, and thermograph reading from each instrument on the
first line of the form. Do this each minute for ten minutes or longer and mark the results on each subse-
quent line. After you have completed all readings, determine the differences between the reference
thermometer and thermograph probe and calculate their mean difference. Enter this number in the box
at the bottom of the form. Any instruments off (+/-) two or more degrees Celsius should not be consid-
ered reliable until the problem is corrected. If the probe is not reliable, mark the "Reject/Repair” circle.

Sometimes when there is a problem in calibration, it is not because of the thermograph probe. To isolate
any other factors that may be causing calibration problems, use the following procedure. First, check all
connections and cables for corrosion, moisture, or cracks, frays and breaks. Check the reference ther-
mometer for damage. Next, try a different probe. If the problem remains, try a different data logger. If
the problem still remains, try a different reference thermometer. Repair or replace any defective equip-
ment according to manufacturer directions.

At the end of the project, a post-survey calibration is conducted to establish instrument consistency. The
next step is to document which thermographs and probes produced acceptable data and determine +/-
accuracy or which data needs to be adjusted for correlation purposes. The "Calibration Worksheet for
Thermographs" (Appendix B) is provided for this purpose. In the left-hand column, enter the thermo-
graph/probe ID number. The mean difference from the reference thermometer (Form 8.0) is then en-
tered for the results of the pre- and post-survey calibrations. If any instruments are more than one-half,
but less than two degrees Celsius off, consider adjusting the data from these instruments, or qualify the
data as accurate to +/- x degrees. If the error is biased in a consistent direction, based on multiple
checks with a reliable reference thermometer, an adjustment can be made to the thermograph results if
desired. If the pre- and post-survey calibration means are more than two degrees Celsius off, the data
for that thermograph/probe must be discarded.

If the instrument you are using allows you to obtain an instantaneous reading after it is installed in the
stream, then field checks with a hand held thermometer are also a good idea. Note: It is important to
keep the reference thermometer as close as possible to the thermograph probe for an accurate compari-
son. Even if you can’t obtain an instantaneous reading in the field, it's a good idea to do a field check
with a hand held thermometer, record the time of the reading, and compare it to recorded data as a
check on thermograph performance. Keep in mind that most thermographs record an average tempera-
ture {(e.g., 1-hour average), so spot field measurements should not be expected to compare exactly with
thermograph records. '

Calibration of maximum/minimum thermometers.

This section will refer to Form 8.1 "Max/Min Thermometer Calibration" for documentation (Appendix
C). The first step is to fill-out the header information box at the top of the form including max/min
thermometer and reference thermometer makes, models, and manufacturer's stated accuracy range.
Note: All readings and magnetic "zeroing-out" of maximum/minimum thermometers must be done
while the thermometers are completely submerged to avoid variations caused by air temperature con-
tamination. Zeroing-out'is when a magnet is used to set the maximum and minimum pins to the same
mark as the mercury of the thermometer. Pre- and Post-survey data boxes have been placed on the same
page for easy reference.
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Mark each thermometer with a unique identification number or code and record this number in the
"Thermometer ID#" box. Calibration for the maximum/minimum thermometers uses a three-step bath

procedure.

Bath #1: Place the thermometers in a stable room temperature water bath (see thermograph section for
directions on what constitutes a stable water bath). After five minutes, mark the time and record the
readings from both the maximum and minimum sides of the thermometer and the reference thermome-
ter on the appropriate line. Slide a magnet downward along the thermometers to “zero out” the maxi-
mum and minimum marker pins. Record the temperature at the maximum marker pin placement. This
will be the initial maximum marker setting.

Bath #2: Using the same water bath, add a substantial amount of ice to the bath to bring the water
temperature down to near 0 degrees C. Mix the water bath constantly to achieve and maintain a uniform
water temperature. After 30 minutes of equilibration time, with some ice still present, mark the time
and record the readings from the maximum/minimum and reference thermometers on the Bath #2 line.
‘Record the maximum marker pin placement to determine if it has changed from the initial measurement.
Then record the minimum marker pin placement. This will be the initial minimum marker placement.

Bath #3: Let the water bath sit overnight (8 hours) at room temperature, then mix the water for 5
minutes and again take readings from both the maximum/minimum thermometers and the reference
thermometer. Also, record the minimum marker pin position and compare it to the initial reading.

Maximum/minimum thermometers can be manually adjusted to the same reading as the reference
thermometer by loosening the set screws. Alternately, the recordings from the maximum/minimum
thermometers can be adjusted duning data analysis by taking the difference from the reference thermom-
eter. If a maximum/minimum thermometer is off by more than 2 degrees C, does not track uniformly
with the reference thermometer during calibration, or the maximum or minimum marker pins are found
to wander during calibration, do not use the instrument.

In ing In

When installing the temperature probe or max/min thermometer, choose a location in the stream that is
representative of the overall morphology of the reach. If pool habitat is common in the reach, choose a
location in a representative pool. The instrument should be set in the stream so that it is not too near the
bottom so as to be unduly influenced by groundwater inflow or stratification. Ensure it is deep enough
so that it will not be exposed as the water level drops during the low flow period. MacDonald et al.
(1991) recommend areas with turbulent mixing in order to obtain a representative temperature.

Installation of recording thermographs.

It is often best to set the probe at about one-half of water depth, near the center of the thalweg. Attach
the probe securely to a stake or rock to keep it where you set it. Install the probe at a location where it
will be shaded from direct sunlight; shade can be from the canopy or some other feature such as large
woody debris. If no shaded locations are available, then it may be necessary to construct a shade for the
probe (e.g. using a section of large diameter plastic pipe). Ideally, water shades protect the probe from
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direct or indirect sunlight while allowing plenty of water to move through. Documentation of installa-
tion conditions such as shade is important for your QA plan. The following information is considered
the key documentation elements recommended for each installation site:

*Date *Thermograph/Probe ID #  *Shade description *Canopy closure
*Site *Probe site description *Time of probe plug-in *Photograph info
*Crew *Water depth @ probe *Air temperature (ref. therm) *Weather
*Subject *Probe depth *Water temperature (ref. therm)

Vandalism and animal damage are common problems in stream temperature monitoring, Several mea-
sures can be taken to reduce the potential for loss or damage of data loggers:

1. Place data loggers outside of the mean high water line to prevent loss during a freshet;

2. Some data loggers must be housed in a waterproof metal or plastic box that can be locked and
chained to a tree, and;

3. Data logger box and cables can be covered with rocks, moss and wood to hide equipment from
passersby.

Installation of maximum/minimum thermometers.

It is important that the thermometer is protected from excessive movement due to turbulent flow that
can cause the marker to move. Build a rock caim with a height of approximately 8-15 cm (3-6 inches)
above the stream substrate to house the maximum/minimum thermometer. Locate the cairn near the
thalweg where uniform flows will give reliable temperature readings. The site must be deep enough in
the water column to ensure that the thermometer will not become de-watered during the monitoring
period.

Place the maximum/minimum thermometer and a reference thermometer in the stream and wait 5
minutes to allow the instruments to adjust to the water temperature. This is critical, otherwise the first
maximum reading will likely be that of the air. Record the initial water temperatures from the maxi-
mum/miimum thermometers. “Zero out” the maximum and minimum marker pins with a magnet and
lay the thermometer in the cairn with the top of the instrument slightly elevated. Place a single layer of
rocks on top of the thermometer. If the stream may experience high, scouring flows, anchor the ther-
mometer with string or wire to a large rock or stable material on the bank.

Documentation of the installation conditions is important for your QA plan. Refer to the previous
section for a list of the key elements to include in field notes.

llection and Checkin
Thermographs
If using recording thermographs, set to record maximum and average temperature at one hour intervals.
The site should be visited periodically to make sure the instruments are in working order and not dam-

aged due to vandalism, flooding, animals chewing the cords, or probe anchoring coming lose. Damaged
units must be re-calibrated or replaced with another pre-calibrated unit. Increased periodic checks can
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mean smaller amounts of data lost to your study. Once the field monitoring is completed and the results
are transferred to a spreadsheet, the data must be checked.

Recording thermographs may begin to drift after a period of time. Even if they calibrated all right,
direct sunlight hitting a probe or thermometer can cause a spike that does not reflect actual water tem-
perature. The best way to detect spurious data is to prepare an X-Y graph of the results. Field checks
can also be used to detect gross errors. Spurious data (spikes or drift that cannot be explained) should
be censored before maximums, minimums, or averages are calculated. Good documentation should be
kept to explain the reasons for censoring any data. Likewise, if any calibration adjustments are made to
the data, the basis for the adjustments must be well documented,

Maximum/minimum thermometers

If using min-max thermometers, record data and reset thermometers every one to three days, preferably
at the same time each day. By resetting them often, you will be able to establish how often high tem-
peratures are reached, and also will be able to characterize the diurnal temperature range. If, however,
your objective is only to determine the maximum temperature that is reached over the monitoring period
and you aren’t concerned with how often it is reached, you may leave the max/min thermometers in the
stream for up to one week periods without reading or resetting it. The Max/Min Field Temperature
Worksheet is provided in Appendix D for this use.

Max/min thermometers should always be read and reset while in the water, so that air temperature
doesn’t influence the marker pins. Also, it is best to reset them in the morning when air temperatures
are somewhat near the daily mean. Remove the thermometer from the rock cairn and bring it as close to
the surface as necessary to read and record the information. Wait a minute to ensure the thermometer is
back at equilibnium and then “zero out” the marker pins with the magnet. Return the thermometer and
secure it in the rock caim. At the end of the monitoring period, record the final temperatures and take a
reading with a reference thermometer to gauge if the maximum/minimum thermometer is still perform-

ing properly.
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The Level 2 Method

The Level 2 method is designed to: 1) determine the maximum temperature regime of a stream reach;
and 2) provide data that can be used to test and improve the Temperature Screens used to design RMZs.

r mpe T

Monitor as described for Level 1.

ermj ano losure/Shade Level

Use a spherical densiometer at evenly spaced intervals to determine average canopy closure for the
thermal reach above the monitoring site. See the TFW Ambient Monitoring Reference Point Survey
Module for a discussion on taking canopy closure measurements. Take the canopy closure measure-
ments at 50 meter intervals throughout the thermal reach. The thermal reach extends 300-600 meters
above the site, depending on stream size (see selecting a monitoring site, above). If the percent canopy
closure varies by more than 20% between any two measurements, it is necessary to take additional
measurements at 25 meter intervals to more accurately determine the average percent canopy closure for
the reach. (In order to save time, it may be preferable to determine canopy closure at 25 meter intervals
from the start, thus avoiding the need to back-track in cases where the variability exceeds 20%).

To calculate the average canopy closure for the thermal reach, keep track of the percent canopy closure
at each plot on the supplied worksheet (Appendix E) and note plot locations on a map or sketch of the
reach to document how the shade level varies through the reach.

Determine Reach Elevation

Determine the elevation at the estimated midpoint of the thermal reach from a 7.5 USGS topographic
map. Aerial photos can help determine this location.

Determine Water Quality Standard Classification of the Reach )

The classification of streams is established by the provisions of Sections 120 and 130 of Chapter 173-
201A WAC (the State Water Quality Standards). The stream you are monitoring may be specifically
classified in Section 130, or its classification may be determined by the downstream water it is tributary
to or its location (e.g. all streams within national forests, national parks, or wilderness areas are Class
AA). A copy of the water quality classification list is included in Appendix F.

ine Temperatur ion

Determine whether the site is located in the Coastal, Western Washington, or Eastern Washington
temperature region (Figure 1). These regions generally correspond to ecoregion boundaries.
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Figure 1:

Temperature Regions for Applying TFW Temperature Screens
and TFWTEMP Model ‘




The Level 3 Method

The Level 3 method is designed to: 1) determine the maximum temperature regime of a stream reach; 2)
provide data that can be used to test and improve the Temperature Screen used to design RMZs; and 3)
provide data that can be used to test and improve the empirical relations in the TFWTEMP model used
to determine shade requirements in RMZs. The additional information will also allow a more complete
assessment of factors influencing stream temperature.

Mﬁﬁm

Monitor as described for Level 1, and determine canopy closure, elevation, Water Quality Class, and
temperature region as described for Level 2.

Determine Distance from Divide

Measure the stream distance from the monitoring site up the drainage network (longest tributary) to the
drainage divide on a topographic map using a map wheel or digitizer (Figure 2). This parameter is
needed to run the TFWTEMP model, and the model uses this distance to approximate water depth and
groundwater inflow rate based on empincal relationships.

Monitor Air Temperature

Using procedures similar to those described for stream temperature, install a thermograph/ thermometer
in the riparian zone, 1-3 meters from the bankfull edge and about 1 meter off the ground. Remember,
placement of the probe is to examine how air temperatures next to the stream affect water temperatures.
Avoid influence of other land use by placing the probe in areas which do not represent immediate
streamside conditions. Make sure the probe is shaded from direct and indirect sun as well as precipita-
tion if possible. Set recording thermographs to record average rather than maximum hourly temperature.

asure Str nd Width
Measure wetted and bankfull widths and depths (see Reference Point Survey Module for protocol
instructions) at cross-sections spaced at 50 meter intervals through the thermal reach. These should be
measured during the same flow regime as the monitoring period (i.e. summer baseflow).

cument Other Parameter
These are optional depending on your objectives and the level of evaluation you wish to conduct:
Groundwater inflow rate: This is difficult to determine, but can be approximated. Careful discharge

measurements (see Habitat Unit Survey Module for protocol instructions) made at the upstream and
downstream ends of the thermal reach on the same day and time of day can be compared to yield an
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1600

1100,‘ Scale: 1 inch : 1 mile

N

Use a 7' or 15' USGS topographic map, or a Water Type map. Pinpoint the site(s). Determine the divide, by
frechand-drawing a line between the next-to-highest contour lines (2500 fi. in this example), making sure you
intersect with the highest contour line as well (2600 ft.). Using a ruler or a map wheel, measure from the site up
to the hand-drawn divide line, moving up the stream channel. {Use the contour lines to approximate the channel
if the channel is not on the map.) TFWTEMP requires the distyance-from-divide value in miles or kilometers.

In this example, distance from divide from Site A is 4.5 miles, and 3.4 miles from Site B.

Fig. 2. Distance from divide determination,
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approximation of the flow gain or loss within the reach. This can be converted to groundwater inflow
rate (volume per unit length). Whether or not the rate is measured, make notes of obvious groundwater
features such as significant springs or seeps or places where the stream appears to lose flow to the
subsurface. '

Riparian Management Zone Width: Determine the average RMZ width on each side of the stream by
measuring from the ordinary high water mark to the edge of the RMZ (determined by tree markings
and/or harvest boundary) at each transect established for stream depth/width or canopy closure (prefer-
ably 50 meter intervals). ' '

Other RMZ Characteristics: At each RMZ width transect, make a visual estimate of other important
characteristics including the ratio of hardwoods to conifer at that location, seral stage of the riparian
forest, extent of blowdown, and other pertinent observations. Document with photographs wherever
possible. For more objective data on these characteristics, plots can be installed for sampling the hard-
wood/conifer ratio, etc. See Washington Department of Wildlife (1990) for methods.

Stream Gradient: Using a clinometer (see Habitat Unmit Survey Module for instructions on use), take
gradient between 50 meter sampling points, or more often if necessary.

Channel Morphology: Describe the predominant channel morphology within the reach; note whether
there is substantial modification by aggradation, debris flows, beaver activity or other influences. The
classification scheme given in Montgomery and Buffington (1993) may be used to describe channel
morphology.

Study Design Considerations

If the monitoring objective is to test the effects of a land management activity (e.g. timber harvest) on
the temperature regime of a stream reach, there are various alternatives for designing the monitoring
program. The main difference between characterizing the conditions of a stream reach and evaluating a
management activity is the need to establish a reference point of comparison to assess effects of the
activity. Either an upstream/downstream design or a before/after design may be used, or the two ap-
proaches can be combined. There are advantages and disadvantages to each approach.

The before/after design requires a minimum of two summers. The pretreatment summer provides the
control against which the effects of changes caused by management are compared. If both the before
and after monitoring periods are representative of maximum equilibrium temperature conditions (i.e.
monitored between July 15 and August 15), then the comparison is valid and incremental temperature
change can be assessed. This sample design requires the assumption that minor year to year climatic
variability is inconsequential to stream temperature conditions, since the maximum equilibrium stream
temperature is independent of minor fluctuations in regional air temperature maximums. Rather, the
maximum equilibrium temperature of a given stream reach is dependent primarily on riparian conditions
as they affect local air temperature, solar radiation, and relative humidity. Major variation in regional
summer weather and air temperature would invalidate the assumption of year to year comparability.
This can be checked by reviewing regional NOAA weather station records,

The upstream/downstream design can be conducted in a single summer. It requires monitoring at the
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upstream end of the thermal reach affected by management to establish incoming stream temperature
(i.e. the conditions resulting from the thermal reach above the treatment). If the riparian vegetation and
stream channel of the upstream reach are similar to that of the downstream reach before management
(i.e. similar stand age, similar stream morphology, etc.), then an assessment of the incremental tempera-
ture change attributable to the management can be made by comparing upstream and downstream
values. Any major differences between the upstream and the pre-management downstream reach wouild
invalidate an assessment of incremental change, but one could still assess the effects of management on
stream:temperature as water flowed through the affected reach.
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173-201A-110

APPENDIX F

WAC 173.201A-120 General dassifications. General

' classifications applying to various surface water bodies not

specifically classified under WAC 173-201A-130 or 173-
201A-140 are as follows:

{1y All surface waters lying within national parks,
national forests, and/or wildemess areas are classified Class
AA or Lake Class.

{2) All lakes and their feeder streams within the state
are classified Lake Class and Class AA respectively, except
for those feeder streams specificaily classitied otherwise.

|Ch. 173-201A WAC—p. 10]

Water Quality Standards—Surface Waters

(3) All reservoirs with a mean detention time of greater
than 15 days are classified Lake Class.

(4) All reservoirs with a mean detention time of 15 days
or less are classified the same as the river section in which
they are located.

{5) All reservoirs established on preexisting lakes are
classified as Lake Class.

(6) All unclassified surface waters that are tributaries to
Class AA waters are classified Class AA. All other unclas-
sified surface waters within the state are hereby classified
Class A..

.[Statutory Authonty: Chapter 90.48 RCW. 92.24-037 (Order 92-29). §

173-201A-120, filed 11725192, effective 12/26/92.)

WAC 173-201A-130 Specific classifications—
Freshwater. Specific fresh surface waters of the state of
Washington are classified as follows:

(1) American River, Class AA
(3 Big Quilcene River and tributaries. Class AA
(3) Bumping River. Class AA
(4} Burnt Bridge Creek. Class A
(5) Cedar River from Lake Washingion to the

Maplewood Bridge (river mile 4.1}, Class A
(6) Cedar River and tributaries tfrom the Maplewood

Bridge (river mile 4.1) to Landsburg Dam (river

mile 21.6). Class AA
(7) Cedar River and tributaries from Landsburg Dam

{river mile 21.6) 10 hcadwaters. Special condition -

no waste discharge will be permitted. Class AA

(8} Chehalis River from upper boundary of Grays

Harbor at Cosmopolis (river mile 3.1. longitude

12345°45" W) to Scammon Creek (river mile

65.8). Class A
(9) Chehalis River from Scammon Creek (river mile

65.8) 1o Newaukum River (river mile 75.2). Special

condition - dissolved oxygen shall exceed 5.0 mg/L

from June 1 10 September 15. For the remainder of

the year. the dissolved oxygen shall meet Class A

criteria. Class A
(10) Chehalis River from Newaukum River {river mile
75.2) 10 Rock Creek (river mile 106.7). Class A
{11) Chehalis River. from Rock Creek (niver miie 106.7)
to hcadwaters. Class AA
(12) Chehalis River, south fork. Class A
{13) Chewuch River. Class AA
(14) Chiwawa River. Class AA
(15} Cispus River. Class AA
{16) Clearwater River. Class A
t17) Cle Elum River. Class AA
(18) Cloquailum Creek. Class A
{19) Clover Creck Irom outlet of Lake Spanaway to inlet
of Lake Steilacoom, - Class A
(20 Columbia River from mouth to the Washington-
Oregon border (river mile 309.3). Special conditions
- temperature shall not exceed 20.0°C due (o human
activities. When natral conditions exceed 20.0°C,
no lemperature increase will be allowed which will
raise the receiving water iemperature by greater than
0.3°C: nor shall such temperalure increases. at any
rime. exceed 0.3°C due o any single source or
1.1°C due to ali such activities combined. Dissolved
oxygen shall exceed 90 percent of saturation. Class A
[N FALT )




21)

(1)

{23}
124

(25)
26)
(27
(28}
(29)
(o))
(n
(3N
(33)
(34)
35
(36)

37)

(38)
3N
(40

41)

(43)
34)

(45

(46)

Y]
48)

. W9

(50

(11725/52)

Water Quality Standards—Surface Waters

.Columbia River from Washinglon-Oregoh border

(river mile 309.3) 10 Grand Coulee Dam (river mile
596.6). Special condition from Washington-Oregon

border (fiver mile 309.3) to Priest Rapids Dam (river

mile 397.1). Temperature shall not exceed 20.0°C
due to human activities. When natural conditions
exceed 20.0°C. no temperature increase will be
atlowed which will raise the receiving water temper-
alure by greater than 0.3°C: nor shall such tempera-
ture increases. at any time, exceed 1=3H(T+9).
Columbia River from Grand Coulee Dam (river mile
596.6) 10 Canadian border (river mile 745 0.
Colville River,

Coweeman River from mouth o Mulholland Creek
{river mile 18.4),

Coweeman River from Mulholland Cuck {fiver mile
8.4} to headwaters.,

Cowlitz River from mouth to base of Riffe Lake
Dam (river mile 52.0.

Cowlitz River from base of Riffe Lake Dam (nvcr
mile 52.0) to headwaters.

Crab Creek and tributaries.

Decker Creek.

Deschutes River from mouth to boundary of
Sroqualmie National Forest (river mile 48.2),
Beschutes River from boundary of Snoqualmie
National Forest (river mile 48.2) to headwaters.
Dickey River.

Dosewallips River and tributaries.

Duckabush River and tributaries,

Dungeness River from mouth lo Canyon Creek
{river mile 10.8).

Dungeness River and tributaries from Canyon Creck
{river mile 10.8) to headwaters.

Duwamish River from mouth south of a line hearing
254° true from the NW comer of benh 3, terminal
No. 37 1o the Black River {river mite 11.0)
(Duwamish River continues as the Green River
above the Black River).

Elochoman River.

Elwha River and tributaries.

Entiat River from Wenatchee National Forest bound-
ary (river mile 20.5) 10 headwaters.

Grande Ronde River from mouth to Oregon border
{river mile 37). Special condition - lemperature
shall not exceed 20.0°C due 10 human activities,
When natural conditions exceed 20.0°C. no lempera-
tuge increase will be allowed which will raise the
receiving water temperature by preater than 0.3°C:
nor shall such temperature increases, at any time,
exceed 1=34/(T+9).

Grays River from Grays River Falls {river mile 15.8)
10 headwaters.

Green River (Cowlitz Coumy)

Green River (King County) (rom Black River (river
mile 11.0 and point where Duwamish River contin-
ues as the Green River) 1o west boundary of Sec.
27-T2IN-R6E (west boundary of Flaming Geyser
State Park at river mile 42.3),

Green River (King County) from west boundary of
Sec. 27-T2IN-R6E (west boundary of Flaming
Geyser Stue Park, river mile 42.3) 10 west boundary
of Sec. 13-T2IN-R7E (niver mile 59.1).

Green River and tributaries (King County) from west
boundary of $ec, 13-T2IN-R7E (river mile 59.1) 10
headwaters. Special condition - ny waste discharge
will be perminied.

Hamma Hamma River and trbutaries.

Hanaford Creek from moulh 10 east boundary of
Sec. 25-TISN-R2W (river mile 4.§). Special condi-
tion - dissolved oxygen shall exceed 6.5 mg/L.
Hanaford Creck from east boundary of See. 25-
TISN-R2W (river mile 4.1) to headwaters,

Hoh River and tributaries.

Class A

- Class AA

Class A
Class A
Class AA
Class A
Class AA
Class B
Class AA
Class A
Class AA
Class A
Class AA
Class AA
Clags A

Class AA

Class B
Class A
Class AA

Class AA

Class A

Class AA
Class AA

Class A

Class AA

Class AA
Class AA
Class A

Class A
Class AA

Gn

(52)

(53)
(34)

(55
(56)

57

(58)

(59)

(60}
(61}

(62)

(63)

64)

(65)

{66)
6N

(68)
(69

(70)
(7n
(712}
)]
(714}

15
(76)

an.

(78)

Hoquiam River (continues as west fork above east
fork) from mouth to river mile 9.3 (Dckay Road

‘Bridge) (upper limit of tidal influence).

Humptulips River and tributaries from mouth to
Olympic National Forest boundary on ecast fork
{river mile 12.8) and west fork (river mile 40.4)
{rnain stem continues as west fork),

Humptuhps River. east fork from Olympic National
Forest boundary (niver mile 12.8) 10 headwaters.
Humpiulips River. west fork from Olympic National
Forest boundary {river milc 40.4) to hcadwaters.
lssaquah Creek.

Kalama River from lower Kalama River Falls {river
mile 10.4) 10 hcadwaters.

Klickitat River from Linde Klickitat River {river mile
19.8} to boundary of Yakima (ndian Reservation,
Lake Washington Ship Canal from Government
Locks {river mile 1.0} to Lake Washington (river
mile 8.6). Special condition - salinity shall not

"exceed one part per thousand (1.0 ppt} at any point

or depth along a line that transects the ship canal at
the University Bridge (river mile 6.1).
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Class B

Class A
Class AA

Class AA
Class A

Class AA

Class AA

Lake Class

Lewis River, east fork, from Multoa Falls (river mile .

24.6) 1o headwaters,

Little Wenaichee River.

Methow River from mouth to Chewuch River (fiver
mile 50.1).

Methow River from Chewuch R:vcr {river mile
50.1) to headwaters.

Mill Creek from mouth 10 13th Street Bridge in
Wallz Walla (niver mile 6.4). Special condition -
dissolved oxygen concentration shal) exceed 5.0

mg/L.

Mill Creek from {3th Street Bridge in Walla Walla
{river mile 6.4) to Walla Walla Waterworks Dam
(river mile 25.2).

Mill Creek and tributaries {rom city of Walla Walla
Waterworks Dam (river mile 25.2) to headwalers,
Special ¢ondition - no waste discharge will be
permitted.

Naches River from Snoqualmie National Forest
bhoundary (river mile 35.7) 1o headwaters,

Naselle River from Nasclle “Falls® {cascade at niver
mile 18.6) to headwarers.

Newaukum River,

Nisqually River from mouth to Alder Dam (river
mile 44.2),

Nisqually River from Alder Dam (river mile 44.2) to
headwaters. .

Nooksack River from mouth te Maple Creek (river
mile 49.7),

Nooksack River from Maplc Creek (river mile 49.7)
to headwaters,

Nooksack River, south fork, from mouth to
Skookum Creek (river mile 14.3).

Nooksack River. south fork, from Skookum Creek
(river mile 14.3) 10 headwaters.

Nooksack River. middle fork.

Okanogan River.

Palouse River from mouth 1o south fork &:olfax
river mile 89.6).

Palouse River from south fork (Colfax. river mile
£9.6) to 1daho berder (river mile 123.4). Special
condition - temperature shall not exceed 20.0°C due
to human activities, When natural conditions exceed
20.0°C. no temperature increase will be allowed
which will raise the receiving waler temperature by
greater than 0.3°C; nor shall such 1emperature
increases. at any time, cxceed (=344 T+9),

Class AA
Class AA

Class A

Class AA

Class B

Class A

Class AA
Class AA

Class AA
Class A

Class A
Class AA
Class A
Class AA
Class A
Class AA
Class AA
Class A

Class B

Class A
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%

(30)

(81)
(82)

(83)

(R4)
(85)
(86)
(BT
(88)

(89)
(90)
91y

92y

93)

(94)
(95)

(96)
9N
(98)

(a)

(b}

99

(100}

Pend Oreille River from Canadian border (river mile
16.0% to ldaho border (river mile 87.7). Special
condition - temperarure shalt not exceed 20.0°C due
1o human activities. When natural conditions exceed
20.0°C. no temperature increase will be allowed
which will raise the recciving water temperature by
greater than 0.3°C; nor shall such temperature
increases. at any time. exceed 1=34/(T+9).

Pilehuck River from city of Snohomish Waterworks
Dam {river mile 26.8) 1o headwaters,

Puyallup River from mouth to river mile 1.0,
Puyallup River from river mile 1.0 10 Kings Creck
(nver mile 31.6).

Puyallup River from Kings Creek (river mile 31.6)
to headwaters.

Queers River and tributaries.

Quitlayute River.

Quinault River and tributaries.

Salmon Creek (Clark County).

Satsop River from mouth 1o west fork (river mile
6.4),

Satsop River, east fork.

Satsop River, middle fork,

Satsop River, west fork.

Skagit River from mouth to Skiyou Slough-lower
end (river mile 25.6).

Skagit River and wibutaries (includes Baker. Suak.

- Suiattle, and Cascade rivers) from Skiyou Slough- -

lower end. (river milé 25.6) 10 Canadian border
(river mile 127.0). Special condition - Skagit River
{Gorge by-pass reach) from Gorge Dam (river mile
96.6) to Gorge Powerhouse (river mile 94.2).
Temperature shall not exceed 21°C due 10 human
activities, When natural conditions exceed 21°C, no
temperature increase will be atlowed which will
raise the receiving water temperature by greater than
0.3°C. nor shall such temperature increases, at any
lime, exceed (=34/(T+9).

Skokomish River and iributaries.

Skookumnchuck River from Bloody Run Creek (river
mile 21.4) to headwaters.

Skykomish River from mouth 10 May Creek (above
Gold Bar at nver mile 41.2),

Skykomish River from May Creek (above Gold Bar
at river mile 41.2) to headwaters,

Snake River from mouth to Washingtan-!daho-
Oregon border (river mile .176.1). Special condition:
Below Clearwater River (river mile 139.3). Temper-
awre shall not exceed 20.0°C due 1o human activi-
lics. When natural conditions exceed 20.0°C. no
temperature increase will be allowed which will
raise the receiving water lemperiture by greaier than
0.3°C: nor shall such temperature increases, at any
time. exceed t=34/(T+9).

Above Clearwater River (river mile 139.3). Temper-
aturc shall not exceed 20.0°C due to human activi-
ties. When natural conditions exceed 20.0°C, no
temperature increases will be allowed which will
raise the receiving water temperature by greater than
0.3°C; nor shall such temperature increases. at any
time, exceed 0.3°C due to any single source or
1.1°C due 10 all such activities combined.
Snohomish River from mouth and ¢ast of longitude
122°13°40"W upstream 1o latitude 47°56°30°N
{southern tip of Ebey Island an river mile 8.1
Spectal condition - lecal coliform urganism levels
shall both not exceed a geometric mean value of 200
colonies/100 mL and not have more than 10 percent
of the samples obtained for calculating the mean
value exceeding 400 colontes/100 mL.

Snohomish River upstream from latitude 47°56° 307N
(southern tip of Ebey Island river mile K.1) 1o
contluence with Skykomish and Snoqualmie River
{eiver mile 20.5).

[Ch. 173.201A WAC—p. 12]

Class A

Class AA
Class 8

Class A

Class AA .

Class AA
Class AA
Class AA
Class A
Class A
Class AA
Class AA
Class AA

Class A

Class AA
Class AA

Class AA
Class A

Class AA

Class A

Class A

Class A

(101)

oy,

(103
(104

(105}
(106}

(107
(2)

(b

{108)

110%)
(1

{111}
(1)
(113
(119)

(s
(116)

{117}

(118)
{119
(120

iz

{120
(123)

{124}
(125)

1126
(127
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Snogualmie River and tributaries from mouth 10
west boundary of Twin Falls Siate Park on south
fork {river mile 9.1).

Snoqualmie River, middle fork.

Snoquaimie River. nonth fork.

Snoqualmie River. south fork. from west boundary
of Twin Falls State Park (fiver mile 9.1) to headwa-
ters.

Soleduck River and tributaries.

Spokane River from mouth to Long Lake Dam (river
mile 33.9). Special condition - temperature shall not
exceed 20.0°C due to human activities. When
natural conditions exceed 20.0°C, no temperature

" increase will be allowed which will raisc the receiv-

ing water temperature by greater than 0.3°C: nor
shall such temperature increases, at any time, exceed
=34 T+9),

Spokane River from Long Lake Dam (river mile
33.9) 10 Nine Mile Bridge (river mile 58.0). Special
conditions: :

The average cuphotic zone concentration of 1otal
phosphorus {as P} shall not exceed 25¢g/L. during
the period of June 1 to October 31.

Temperature shall not exceed 20.0°C. due to human
activities. When natural conditions exceed 20.0°C,
no temperature increase witl be allowed which will
raise the receiving water (emperature by greater than
0.3°C: nor shall such temperature increases, at any
time exceed 1=34/(T+9), ‘

Spokane River from Nine Mile Bridge (river mile
58.0) 10 the Idaho border {river mile 96.5). Temper-
awre shall not exceed 20.0°C due to human activi-
lies. When natural conditions exceed 20.0°C no
temperature increase wiil be allowed which will
raise the recciving water temperature by greater than
0.3°C: nor shall such temperature increases. at any
time exceed 1=34HT+9).

Siehekin River.

Stillaguamish River from mouth to nonth and south
forks (river mile 12.8).

Stiflaguamish River. nornh fork. from mouth 1o
Squire Creek (river mile 31.2).

Stillaguamish River. north fork. from Squire Creek
(river mile 31.2) to headwaters.

Stillaguamish River, south fork, from mouth to
Canyon Creek (river mile 33.7).

Stillaguamish River, south fork. from Canyon Creek
(river mile 33.7) to headwaters.

Sulphur Creek.

Sultan River from mouth to Chaplain Creek (river
mile 5.9).

Sultan River and tributaries from Chaplain Creek
(river mile 5.9) 10 headwaters. Special condition -
no wasle discharge will be permitied above city of
Everett Diversion Dam (river mile 9.4).

Sumas River from Canadian border (river mile 12)
to headwaiers (river mile 23).

Tieton River.

Tolt River, south fork and tributaries from mouth o
west boundary of Sec. 31-T26N-R9E (river mile
6.9).

Tolt River, south fork from west boundary of Sec.
31-T26N-ROE {river mile 6.9) to headwaters.
Special condition - no waste discharge will be
permined. '

Touchel River, nonh fork from Dayton water intake
structure (river mile 3.0) to headwaters.

Toutle River, north fork, from Green River to
headwaters.

Toutle River. south fork.

Tucannon River from Umatilia National Forest
boundary (river mile 38.1) to headwaters.

Twisp River. -

Union River and tributaries feom Bremenon Waler-
works Dam (rver mile 6.9} to headwaters. Special
condition - no waste discharge will be permitted.

Class A
Class AA
Class AA

Class AA
Class AA

Class A

Lake Class

Class A
Class AA

Class A
Class A
Class AA
Class A

Class AA
Class B

Class A

Class AA
Class A
Class AA

Class AA

Class AA
Class AA

Class AA
Class AA

Class AA
Class AA

Class AA

(112592
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(128) Walla Walla River from mouth to Lowden (Dry

Creek at river mile 27.2), Class B
(129y  Walla Walla River from Lowden (Dry Creek at river

mile 27.2) to Oregon border (nver mile 401, Special

condition - temperature shall not exceed 20.0°C due

10 human activities. When natural conditions exceed

20.0°C. no temperature increase will be allowed

which will raise the receiving water lemperarure by

greater than 0.3°C: nor shall such temperature

increases. at any ime, exceed 1=34(T+9. Class A
(130) Wenatchee River from Wenaichee National Forest

houndary (river mile 27.1) 10 headwaters. Class AA
{131} White River (Pierce-King counties) from Mud

Mountain Dam (river mile 27.1) 10 headwaters, Class AA
1132}  White River (Chelan County). Class AA
133 Wildear Creek. Class A
(134) Willapa River upsiream of a line bearing 70° 1rue

through Mailboat Slough light {river mile 1.8). Class A
(135)  Wishkah River from mouth 1o river mile 6 (SW 1/4

SW 1/4 NE 1/4 Sec. 21-T18N-R9W). . Class B

({136) Wishkah River from river milc 6 (SW 174 SW 1/4

NE 1/4 Sec. 21-T18N-R9W) to west fork (river mile

17.7). Class A
(137}  Wishkah River from west fork of Wishkah River

(river mile 17.7) to south boundary of Sec. 33.

T2IN-REW (river mile 32.0). Class AA
(138) Wishkah River and tributarics from south boundary -

of Sec. 33-T2IN-R8W (river mile 32.0) to headwa-

ters. Special condition - no waste discharge will be

permitted. Class AA
(139) Wynoochee River from mouth to Olympic National .

Forest boundary (river mile 45.9). Class A
{140) Wynoochee River from Olympic National Forest

boundary (river mile 45.9) 1o headwaters. Class AA

{141} Yakima River from mouth to Cle Elum River (river
" mile 185.6). Special condition - temperature shall

not exceed 21.0°C duc 10 human activitics. When

natural conditions exceed 21.0°C, no temperature
increase will be allowed which will raise the receiv-

ing water temperature by greater than 0.3°C: nor

shall such remperature increases. at any time, execed

1=34/(T+9). Class A
(142)  Yakima River from Cle Elum River (river mile
185.6} 10 headwaters. Class AA

|Statutory Authority; Chapter 90.48 RCW, 92-24-037 (Order 92-29). §
173-201A-130, filed 11/25/92, effective 1226/92.]

HH2582 {Ch. 173.201A WAC—p. 13]
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QUALITY ASSURANCE MODULE

Introduction

The primary goal of the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program (TFW-AM) is to provide stream moni-
toring methodologies that reliably detect changes in stream channel conditions over time. This
information is valuable for monitoring changes due to the cumulative effects of land use practices on
stream channels, and for evaluating the benefits of habitat protection, restoration and enhancement
in the State of Washington. The monitoring methodologies were developed with the basic assump-
tion that measurements in the field represent actual stream channel conditions and are not biased or
influenced by field crew observer variability.

The TFW-AM program offers the Quality Assurance Module (QA Module) as a service for organi-
zations collecting data to assist in meeting individual QA Plan objectives. The QA Module repre-
sents the culmination of several years of development to ensure that high quality data is consistently
collected. This module has been developed to fulfill quality assurance requirements for projects
funded through grants or data used in regulatory processes.

Purpose of the Quality Assurance Module

The purpose of the TFW-AM QA Module is to:

1) help monitoring organizations collect high quality data by identifying and correcting variability
problems;

2) provide documentation that quality assurance procedures were followed, verify that standard
methods were consistently applied, and demonstrate that variability was minimized; and

3) provide feedback to the Ambient Monitoring Program for improvement of the methods and
training protocols.

Quality Assurance Methodology

To ensure data quality, the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program requires a three-step process. This
includes QA supervised crew training, conducting a QA pre-season crew variability survey, and
conducting a QA mid-season crew variability check.

Pre-season training in each monitoring survey module is provided by TFW-AM staff and invited
instructors. Initial training in the methods occurs in workshops that are timed by seasonal need
according to the monitoring module. Follow-up field training visits are provided by appointment to
cooperators to provide more intensive instruction under conditions found on their local streams.
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QA pre-season crew variability surveys {QA surveys) are conducted by experienced TFW-AM QA
crew who are rigorously trained in program methodologies. Two basic methods are used to conduct
these QA surveys. The first QA survey is called the Replicate Field Survey Test and is applied to the
Reference Point Survey, Habitat Unit Survey, and the Large Woody Debris Survey Modules. This
test evaluates the measurement comparison of stream channel parameters between cooperator and
QA crews along the same site on the same day. The second QA survey is the Observation Field
Survey Test and is applied to the Salmonid Spawning Gravel Composition and Stream Temperature
Survey Modules. This test uses a narrative checklist to document cooperator crew consistency in
applying the sampling, analysis, and installation methods.

Problems found during the QA surveys will be assessed as either significant or minor. Significant
problems are defined as those which cannot be corrected on the day of the QA survey. These prob-
lems require a follow-up intensive training visit and a second QA survey. Minor problems are
defined as those which can be corrected on the same day and do not require a second QA survey.

QA mid-season field surveys are conducted by an experienced QA crew. The mid-season QA
surveys document crew consistency and whether training or corrections applied to problems during
the first QA survey were effective. The protocol follows the same format as the pre-season survey.

Crew Variability

Crew variability is the focal point through which stream survey measurement bias, accuracy, and
precision are examined. The TFW-AM QA Module examines crew variability in order to know
where and how these variabilities effects the quality of field data. For QA module purposes, crew
variability is defined as the measured or observed difference between cooperator crews and QA
crews in application of the same method, on the same parameter, at the same site. Crew variability is
inversely related to data quality - the lower the crew variability, the higher the data quality.

The examination of crew variability is a complex task which is not always caused by bias problems
or remedied by increased training. For example, accuracy problems are caused when access to a
parameter is blocked by a log jam or a deep, unwadable pool. Another example is when crews apply
the methods conscientiously and appropriately, but the variability in the interpretation of the meth-
ods themselves cause precision problems. To respond appropriately to variability issues, a system
has been designed to identify crew variability problems (what kind of problems exist), reasons (what
factors contribute to the problem), and solutions (what the best remedies are to the problem).

Table 1 outlines the crew variability response system. Problems found in a crew’s ability to identify
and measure channel parameters are identified as variability caused by bias, accuracy, or precision
factors. Reasons for these crew problems are in turn identified as being contributed by human,
methodological or background factors. Solutions for these crew problems are assigned training,
support, and refinement of technique remedies, or noted that they can’t be resolved because of
limitations not controlled by the crew.
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Table 1. Problems, Reasons, and Solutions in crew variability

PROBLEM REASON SOLUTION
Bias Human Training
Accuracy Methodology - Support
Precision Background Refinement
None
PROBLEM

This component defines the type of crew variability found during the QA surveys. Three types of
problems are recognized: Bias, Accuracy and Precision.

Bias is defined as using personal judgement over method protocol. For the QA module, bias prob-
lems are caused by deviations from TFW-AM protocol. For example, not identifying or measuring a
parameter because it does not meet personal definitions of that parameter, or misinterpretation of
methods or parameters.

Accuracy is defined as the nearness of a measurement to the actual value of the varnable being
measured. For the QA module, accuracy problems are caused by damaged or imprecise equipment
or factors which physically limit a crew’s ability to properly identify or measure parameters that
represent actual stream conditions. For example, a spliced fiberglass tape, a rangefinder out of
calibration, or an undercut bank preventing delineation of a wetted edge for a habitat unit.

Precision is defined as the closeness to each other of repeated measurements of the same quantity.
For the QA module, precision problems are caused by factors within the control of crews that affect
the repeatability of measurements. For example, when a crew misidentifies the proper location of
measurement placements such as for maximum and outlet pool depths.

REASON

This component defines the reason(s) behind the crew problem found during the QA surveys. Three
types of reasons are recognized: Human, Method, and Background.

Human reasons are problems caused by factors affecting a person’s ability to identify and measure
parameters. For example, bias, experience, skill, attitude, working conditions, and weather condi-
tions can all affect the degree to which people produce consistent or quality data.

Methodology reasons are problems caused by equipment factors or ambiguous methods which allow
broad interpretations causing significant differences in replicate or observational surveys.
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Background reasons are problems caused by issues of safety, access, or channel complexity prob-
lems caused by hydraulic, geomorphic, or vegetative factors that physically limit identification and
measurement protocols. For example, undercut embankments, large debris jams, deep unwadable
pools and hornet nests can prevent accurate or precise representations of stream parameters.

SOLUTION

This component defines the most effective solution to the crew problem in regards to the reason(s)
found during the QA surveys. Four types of solution are recognized: Training, Support, Refinement
and None.

Training solutions are most often used when human reasons are the problem. For example, improv-
ing crew skills for identification and measurement of parameters, handling and use of equipment,
. and proper data recording.

Supporf solutions are generally defined as those factors provided to crews which enable them to
apply methods and work efficiently in the field. For example, dependable equipment including
clothing, data recording forms, field manuals and transportation.

Refinement solutions are applied when the methods allow significantly variable crew interpretations
that training or support solutions cannot address. For example, when subjective identification of
parameters are required such as determining bankfull widths for LWD zone measurements or habitat
unit boundary delineation.

None (no) solutions are most often applied when the reason for the problem is due to background
reasons. For example, if a pool is unwadable (even with chest waders) and this factor affects either
maximum pool depth or surface area measurements, there are no solutions because of safety or time
limitations.

This system will be used during QA surveys to provide a foundation for consistently examining and
analyzing the problems associated with crew variability. Problems found between QA and coopera-
tor crews will be assigned at least one of the factors in each category. Some problems may have
more than one reason or solution and these will be addressed by noting which are the primary and
secondary factors. B
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Reference Point Survey QA Protocol

| :

%’hc TFW Ambient Monitoring Program has developed the following quality assurance (QA) proto-
éol for ensuring the consistency of quality data gathered by cooperator crews using the TFW Refer-
ence Point Survey module. The QA module protocol uses a replicate field survey (QA survey)
thethod to assess crew variability for the Reference Point Survey. The QA module is offered as a
service for cooperators using TFW-AM Program methods. Tt is the responsibility of the cooperator

to initiate contact and request this service.
i

QA Protocol

This protocol requires one day for each QA survey. A minimum of two QA surveys (pre- and mid-
season) are recommended per season for optimum documentation of crew and data quality assur-
ance. The following parameters are examined: Bankfull widths and depths (BFW & D); and Canopy
closure. The pre-season QA survey follows initial training and after the crew has had a chance to
hone their skills on local test streams. The goal of this survey is to document a quality assurance
baseline for the entire season by detecting crew problems and correcting them before a project
begins. Problems are defined as field crews not following or not understanding the methods as
outlined in the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual. Significant problems are those problems
which require more time to correct than available on the QA survey day. If significant problems are
found during this visit, further training is recommended followed by another pre-season QA survey.

The mid-season QA survey occurs towards the middle of the survey project and completes the
quality assurance documentation to ensure and document crew consistency in the collection of
quality data. This replicate field survey must be conducted on a stream segment used for inclusion in
a project database.

Pre-Season QA Survey

The pre-season QA survey protocol consists of 5 steps: Step 1 - Survey Appointment - covers initial
QA service contact; Step 2 - Pre-survey - covers cooperator information requirements, testing site,
and other logistical information; Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - covers the actual QA survey; Step
4 - Post-survey Summary - covers the post-test field overview; and Step 5 - Survey Report - covers
the follow-up QA report and information dissemination.

Step 1 - Survey Appointment - The cooperator requests a QA field survey and an appointment is
made for the survey. A copy of this protocol will be sent to cooperators who do not receive one with
their TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual.

Step 2 - Pre-survey - The QA crew meets with cooperator crew at the designated stream location.
This location should reflect the normal stream environment for the entire season and should be
reasonably accessible to provide optimum on-stream time. The cooperator crew is expected to be
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ready for a full day’s testing by being properly clothed for normal field work and equipped accord-
ing to the module protocol. A brief preview of the day’s events will be given to cooperator partici-
pants at the start of the testing day. This will include data collection and mapping duties.

The cooperator is required to provide the following segment information on their Reference Point
Survey Form 2:

Stream Name WRIA. # Segment #
Stream Order - - Rivermile (from/to) Map Grad/Conf

Prior to data collection, equipment will be calibrated using a standard fiberglass tape provided by
the QA crew as a baseline to check and adjust all linear measurement instruments. Equipment to be
checked includes: fiberglass or steel tapes and stadia rods or other measuring staffs. Canopy measur-
ing instruments such as densiometers will be checked for obvious damage or imperfections.

Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - The QA crew will fill-out the “TFW Ambient Monitoring Program
- QA Replicate Field Survey - REF PT” form (Appendix A). Completion of this form is accom-
plished during a one-day visit. This form is designed to provide detailed quantitative and qualitative
documentation of up to 10 independent bankfull width sites. The survey format is divided into two
parts: Part A - Controlled Replicate Field Survey; and Part B - Replicate Field Survey. This format
documents cooperator variability in identifying and measuring key parameters and applying proto-
col.

Part A;: Controlied Replicate Field Survey. 1-2 hours. This part covers the setting-up of the first

controlled test reach (Sites 1-4) and examination of crew variability in application of the reference
point bankfull width, depth, and canopy measurements. Without such a conirol, there is no way to
separate crew measurement technique as a unique variable from the overall crew variability of
bankfull width and canopy site selection. Copies of Form 2 are provided for data collection.

The format is: The QA crew will prepare four sites placed a minimum of 10 meters apart with the
anchor points of the bankfull width tape designated by flagging. Canopy measurement locations
will also be marked by a weighted flag placed on the substrate surface at each site. The cooperator
will begin their testing pass as soon as site one is ready and stop at site four to wait for the QA crew
to finish flagging and complete their testing pass.

Part B: Replicate Field Survey. 2-3 hours. This part covers the setting-up of the second non-

controlled test reach (Sites 5-10) and application of the Reference Point Bankfull Width, Depth, and
Canopy methodology by both the cooperator and the QA crew. Crew variability is considered in the
examination of: 1) bankfull width identification and measurement; 2) bankfull depth measurements;
and 3) canopy closure measurement.

The format is: If actual reference points are not used, the QA crew will prepare six testing sites
placed a minimum of 20 meters apart. The sites will be marked by single flags located off-channel
and numbered sequentially from 5-10. All designated sites will be located in a reach not to exceed
200 meters if possible. Location of BFW anchor points and canopy site locations will follow module
protocol. The cooperator will begin their testing pass as soon as the first site of the second section is
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ready and stop at site 10 to wait for the QA crew to complete their testing pass.

All measurements will be recorded in the same manner as outlined in Part A. The QA crew will
enter the cooperator data on the QA Replicate Field Survey - REF PT form and provide narration
for any problems found.

Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - The QA crew goes over the test with cooperator crews in the field
and points out initial problems found during observations. A description of the problems, reasons,
and solutions will be written in the notes section of the QA Replicate Field Survey form. Significant
discrepancies may require a subsequent training visit and another pre-season QA survey. Minor
discrepancies can usually be given corrective training in the field on the same day and do not require
another pre-season QA survey.

Step 5 - Survey Report - The QA crew returns to the office and writes a narrative summary report of
testing comparisons and observations. For a more in-depth explanation of what information is
included, please refer to the “QA Survey Report Guidelines™ section of this module. The cooperator
project leader will receive copies of the following:

* Completed QA Replicate Field Survey REF PT form
* Completed QA Survey Report
* Completed Field Form 2's

Mid-Season QA Survey

The mid-season QA survey is the last part of the TFW Ambient Monitoring quality assurance
requirements. It is designed to collect information on crew consistency and to document that correc-
tions made for problems found in the pre-season survey were effective. The format of the mid-
season QA survey follows the methods outlined in the pre-season section except that the test re-
quires only collecting information on half the number of controlled (2) and uncontrolled (3) mea-
surement sites. This should result in the QA survey requiring only half the field time as well.
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Habitat Unit Survey QA Protocol

The TFW Ambient Monitoring Program has developed the following quality assurance (QA) proto-
col for ensuring the consistency of quality data gathered by cooperator crews using the TFW Habitat

Unit Survey module.

The QA module protocol uses a replicate field survey (QA survey) method to assess crew variability
for the Habitat Unit Survey. The QA module is offered as a service for cooperators using TFW-AM
Program methods. It is the responsibility of the cooperator to initiate contact and request this ser-

vice.

QA Protocol

This protocol requires one day for each QA survey. A minimum of two QA surveys (pre- and mid-
season) are recommended per season for optimum documentation of crew and data quality assur-
ance. The following parameters are examined: habitat unit identification; stream channel location;
surface area; residual pool depth; and identification of pool forming factors. The pre-season QA
survey follows initial training and after the crew has had a chance to hone their skills on local test
streams. The goal of this survey is to document a quality assurance baseline for the entire season.
Problems are defined as field crews not following or not understanding the methods as outlined in
the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual. Significant problems are those problems which
require more time to correct than available on the QA survey day.If significant problems are found
during this visit, further training is recommended followed by another pre-season QA survey.

The mid-season QA survey occurs towards the middle of the survey project and completes the
quality assurance documentation to ensure and document crew consistency in the collection of
quality data. This replicate field survey must be conducted on a stream segment used for inclusion in
a project database.

Pre-Season QA Survey

The pre-season QA survey protocol consists of 5 steps: Step 1 - Survey Appointment - covers initial
QA service contact; Step 2 - Pre-survey - covers cooperator information requirements, testing site,
and other logistical information; Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - covers the actual QA survey; Step
4 - Post-survey Summary - covers the post-test field overview; and Step 5 - Survey Report - covers
the follow-up QA report and information dissemination,

Step 1 - Survey Appointment - The cooperator requests a QA field survey and an appointment is
made for the survey. A copy of this protocol will be sent to cooperators who do not receive one with
their TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual.

Step 2 - Pre-survey - The QA crew meets with cooperator crew at the designated stream location.
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This location should reflect the normal stream environment for the entire season and should be
reasonably accessible to provide optimum on-stream time. The cooperator crew is expected to be
ready for a full day’s testing by being properly clothed for normal field work and equipped accord-
ing to the module protocol. A brief preview of the day’s events will be given to cooperator partici-
pants at the start of the testing day. This will include data collection and mapping duties.

The cooperator is required to provide the following segment information on copies of their Habitat
Unit Survey Form 3:

Stream Name W.RIA # Segment # Ref. Pt. (from/to)
Stream Order Rivermile (from/to) Map Grad/Conf Avg BFW

Prior to data collection, equipment will be calibrated using a standard fiberglass tape provided by
the QA crew as a baseline to check and adjust all linear measurement instruments. Equipment to be
checked includes: fiberglass or steel tapes, stadia rods or other measuring staffs, sonin or other
electronic measurement instruments, rangefinders or other optical instruments, and hipchains.
Gradient measuring instruments such as clinometers will be calibrated with a QA clinometer.

Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - The QA crew will fill-out the “TFW Ambient Monitoring Program
- QA Replicate Field Survey - HABITAT” form (Appendix B). Completion of this form is accom-
plished during a one-day visit. This form is designed to provide detailed quantitative and qualitative
documentation of 2-3 100 meter stream reaches. The survey format is divided into two parts: Part A
- Replicate Field Survey and Mapping; and Part B - Walk-through Narrative. This format documents
cooperator variability in identifying and measuring key parameters and applying protocol.

Part A: Repli ield . 3-4 hours. This part covers the setting-up of the test reach and
application of the Habitat methodology by both the cooperator and the QA crew over a minimum of
200 meters of stream habitat. Copies of Form 3 and mapping sheets are provided for data collection.
The format is: QA crew flags starting and ending points of test reach; the cooperator crew begins
and conducts their survey; the QA crew follows the cooperator crew after 20 - 30 minutes; both
teamns complete the test reach and meet to enter data on the comparison form.

Part B: Walk-through Narrative.  2-3 hours. This part covers post-survey matching of units and
key parameters. Crew variability is considered in the examination of: 1) unit identification; 2) unit
stream location category identification; 3) unit surface area measurements; 4) residual pool depth
measurements; and 5) pool forming factor identification. This information is entered in the notes
section of the QA Replicate Field Survey - HABITAT form.

Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - The QA crew goes over the test with cooperator crews in the field
and points out initial problems found during observations. A description of the problems, reasons,
and solutions will be written in the notes section of the QA Replicate Field Survey form. Significant
problems may require a subsequent training visit and another pre-season QA survey. Minor prob-
lems can usually be given corrective training in the field on the same day and do not require another
pre-season QA survey.
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Step 5 - Survey Report - The QA crew returns to the office and writes a narrative summary report of
testing comparisons and observations. For a more in-depth explanation of what information is
included, please refer to the “QA Survey Report Guidelines™ section of this module. The cooperator
project leader will receive a copy of the following:

* Completed QA Replicate Field Survey HABITAT form
* Completed QA Survey Report
* Completed Field Form 3's

Mid-Season QA Survey

The mid-season QA survey is the last part of the TFW Ambient Monitoring quality assurance
requirements. It is designed to collect information on crew consistency and to document that correc-
tions made for problems found in the pre-season survey were effective. The format of the mid-
season QA survey follows the methods outlined in the pre-season section except that the test re-
quires collecting information on only half the number of stream reaches (100 meters). This should
result in the QA survey requiring only half the field time as well.
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Large Woody Debris LEVEL 1 Survey QA Protocol

The TFW Ambient Monitoring Program has developed the following quality assurance (QA) proto-
col for ensuring the consistency of quality data gathered by cooperator crews using the TFW Large
Woody Debris Survey module. The QA module protocol uses a replicate field survey (QA survey)
method to assess crew variability for the Large Woody Debris Level 1 (LWD 1) Survey. The QA
module is offered as a service for cooperators using TFW-AM Program methods. It is the responsi-
bility of the cooperator to initiate contact and request this service.

QA Protocol

This protocol requires one day for each QA survey. A minimum of two QA surveys {(pre- and mid-
season) are recommended per season for optimum documentation of crew and data quality assur-
ance. The following parameters are examined: piece identification; zone identification; and diameter
classification. The pre-season QA survey follows initial training and after the crew has had a chance
to hone their skills on local test streams. The goal of this survey is to document a quality assurance
baseline for the entire season. Problems are defined as field crews not following or not understand-
ing the methods as outlined in the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual. Significant problems
are those problems which require more time to correct than available on the QA survey day. If
significant problems are found during this visit, further training is recommended followed by anoth-
er pre-season QA survey.

The mid-season QA survey occurs towards the middle of the survey project and completes the
quality assurance documentation to ensure and document crew consistency in the collection of
quality data. This replicate field survey must be conducted on a stream segment used for inclusion in
a project database.

Pre-Season QA Survey

The pre-season QA survey protocol consists of 5 steps: Step 1 - Survey Appointment - covers initial
QA service contact; Step 2 - Pre-survey - covers cooperator information requirements, testing site,
and other logistical information; Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - covers the actual QA survey; Step
4 - Post-survey Summary - covers the post-test field overview; and Step 5 - Survey Report - covers
the follow-up QA report and information dissemination.

Step 1 - Survey Appoiniment - The cooperator requests a QA field survey and an appointment is
made for the survey. A copy of this protocol will be sent to cooperators who do not receive one with
their TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual.

Step 2 - Pre-survey - The QA crew meets with cooperator crew at the designated stream location.
This location should reflect the normal stream environment for the entire season and should be
reasonably accessible to provide optimum on-stream time. The cooperator crew is expected to be
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ready for a full day’s testing by being properly clothed for normal field work and equipped accord-
ing to the module protocol. A brief preview of the day’s events will be given to cooperator partici-
pants at the start of the testing day. This will include data collection and mapping duties.

The cooperator is required to provide the following segment information on copies of their LWD 1
Survey Form 4.1:

Stream Name WRIA. # Segment # . Ref. Pt. (from/to)
Streamn Order . . Rivermile (from/to) Map Grad/Conf

Prior to data collection, equipment will be calibrated using a standard fiberglass tape provided by
the QA crew as a baseline to check and adjust all measurement instruments. Log diameter measuring
instruments such as calipers will be calibrated with a QA caliper.

Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - The QA crew will fill-out the “TFW Ambient Monitoring Program
- QA Replicate Field Survey - LWD 1” form (Appendix C). Completion of this form is accom-
plished during a one-day visit. This form is designed to provide detailed quantitative and qualitative
documentation of 3 - 100 meter stream reaches. The survey format is divided into two parts: Part A
- Replicate Field Survey and Mapping; and Part B - Walk-through Narrative. This format documents
cooperator variability in identifying and measuring key parameters and applying protocol.

Part A: Repli i vey. 2-3 hours. This part covers the setting-up of the test reach and
application of the LWD 1 methodology by both the cooperator and the QA crew over a minimum of
200 meters of stream. Copies of Form 4.1 and mapping sheets are provided for data collection. The
format is: QA crew flags starting and ending points of test reach; the cooperator crew begins and
conducts their survey; the QA crew follows the cooperator crew after 20 - 30 minutes; both teams
complete the test reach and meet to enter data on the comparison form.

Part B: Walk-through Narrative.  2-3 hours. This part covers post-survey matching of units and
key parameters. Crew variability is considered in the examination of: 1) piece identification; 2)
zone identification; and 3) diameter classification. This information is entered in the notes section of
the QA Replicate Field Survey - LWD 1 form.

Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - The QA crew goes over the test with cooperator créws in the field
and points out initial problems found during observations. A description of the problems, reasons,
and solutions will be written in the notes section of the QA Replicate Field Survey form. Significant
problems may require a subsequent training visit and another pre-season QA survey. Minor prob-
lems can usually be given corrective training in the field on the same day and do not require another
pre-season QA survey.

Step 5 - Survey Report - The QA crew returns to the office and writes a narrative summary report of
testing comparisens and observations. For a more in-depth explanation of what information is
included, please refer to the “QA Survey Report Guidelines” section of this module, The cooperator
project leader will receive a copy of the following:
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* Completed QA Replicate Field Survey LWD 1 form
* Completed QA Survey Report
* Completed Field Form 4.1's

Mid-Season QA Survey

The mid-season QA survey is the last part of the TFW Ambient Monitoring quality assurance
requirements. It is designed to collect information on crew consistency and to document that correc-
tions made for problems found in the pre-season survey were effective. The format of the mid-
season QA survey follows the methods outlined in the pre-season section except that the test re-
quires only collecting information on half the number of stream reaches (100 meters). This should
result in the QA survey requiring only half the field time as well.
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Large Woody Debris LEVEL 2 Survey QA Protocol

The TFW Ambient Monitoring Program has developed the following quality assurance (QA) proto-
col for ensuring the consistency of quality data gathered by cooperator crews using the TFW Large
Woody Debris Survey module. The QA module protocol uses a replicate field survey (QA survey)
method to assess crew variability for the Large Woody Debris Level 2 (LWD 2) Survey. The QA
module is offered as a service for cooperators using TFW-AM Program methods. It is the responsi-
bility of the cooperator to initiate contact and request this service.

QA Protocol

This protocol requires one day for each QA survey. A minimum of two QA surveys (pre- and mid-
season) are recommended per season for optimum documentation of crew and data quality assur-
ance. The following parameters are examined: LWD piece identification; diameter measurement;
zone identification and measurement per zone; wood type classification; piece stability classifica-
tion; orientation classification; decay classification; and piece pool forming function identification.
The pre-season QA survey follows initial training and after the crew has had a chance to hone their
skills on local test streams. The goal of this survey is to document a quality assurance baseline for
the entire season. Problems are defined as field crews not following or not understanding the meth-
ods as outlined in the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual. Significant problems are those
problems which require more time to correct than available on the QA survey day. If significant
problems are found during this visit, further training is recommended followed by another pre-
season QA survey.

The mid-season QA survey occurs towards the middle of the survey project and completes the
quality assurance documentation to ensure and document crew consistency in the collection of
quality data. This replicate field survey must be conducted on a stream segment used for inclusion in
a project database.

Pre-Season QA Survey

The pre-season QA survey protocol consists of 5 steps: Step 1 - Survey Appointment - covers initial
QA service contact; Step 2 - Pre-survey - covers cooperator information requirements, testing site,
and other logistical information; Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - covers the actual QA survey; Step
4 - Post-survey Summary - covers the post-test field overview; and Step S - Survey Report - covers
the follow-up QA report and information dissemination.

Step 1 - Survey Appointment - The cooperator requests a QA field survey and an appointment is
made for the survey. A copy of this protocol will be sent to cooperators who do not receive one with
their TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual.

Step 2 - Pre-survey - The QA crew meets with cooperator crew at the designated stream location.
This location should reflect the normal stream environment for the entire season and should be
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reasonably accessible to provide optimum on-stream time. The cooperator crew is expected to be
ready for a full day’s testing by being properly clothed for normal field work and equipped accord-
ing to the module protocol. A brief preview of the day’s events will be given to cooperator partici-
pants at the start of the testing day. This will include data collection and mapping duties.

The cooperator is required to provide the following segment information on copies of their LWD 2
Survey Form 4.2:

Stream Name . .W.RLA.# Segment # Ref. Pt. (from/to)
Stream Order Rivermile (from/to) Map Grad/Conf

Prior to data collection, equipment will be calibrated using a standard fiberglass tape provided by
the QA crew as a baseline to check and adjust all linear measurement instruments. Equipment to be
checked includes: fiberglass or steel tapes, stadia rods or other measuring staffs, sonin or other
electronic measurement instruments, rangefinders or other optical instruments, and hipchains. Log
diameter measuring instruments such as calipers will be calibrated with a QA caliper.

Step 3 - Replicate Field Survey - The QA crew will fill-out the “TFW Ambient Monitoring Program
- QA Replicate Field Survey - LWD 2” form (Appendix D). Completion of this form is accom-
plished during a one-day visit. This form is designed to provide detailed quantitative and qualitative
documentation of 2-3 100 meter stream reaches. The survey format is divided into two parts: Part A
- Replicate Field Survey and Mapping; and Part B - Walk-through Narrative. This format documents
cooperator variability in identifying and measuring key parameters and applying protocol.

Part A; Replicate Field Survey. 3-4 hours. This part covers the setting-up of the test reach and
application of the LWD 2 methodology by both the cooperator and the QA crew over a minimum of
200 meters of stream habitat. Copies of Form 4.2 and mapping sheets are provided for data collec-
tion. The format is: QA crew flags starting and ending points of test reach; the cooperator crew
begins and conducts their survey; the QA crew follows the cooperator crew after 20 - 30 minutes;
both teams complete the test reach and meet to enter data on the comparison form.

Part B: Walk-through Narrative. 2-3 hours. This part covers post-survey matching of units and key
parameters. Crew variability is considered in the examination of: 1) LWD piece identification; 2)
diameter measurement; 3) zone identification and measurement per zone; 4) wood type classifica-
tion; 5) piece stability classification; 6) orientation classification; 7) decay classification; and 8)
piece pool forming function identification. This information is entered in the notes section of the QA
Replicate Field Survey - LWD 2 form.

Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - The QA crew goes over the test with cooperator crews in the field
and points out problems found during observations. A description of the problems, reasons, and
solutions will be written in the notes section of the QA Replicate Field Survey form. Significant
problems may require a subsequent training visit and another pre-season QA survey. Minor prob-
lems can usually be given corrective training in the field on the same day and do not require another
pre-season QA survey.
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Step 5 - Survey Report - The QA crew returns to the office and writes a narrative summary report of
testing comparisons and observations. For a more in-depth explanation of what information is
included, please refer to the “QA Survey Report Guidelines” section of this module. The cooperator
project leader will receive a copy of the following:

* Completed QA Replicate Field Survey LWD 2 form
* Completed QA Survey Report
* Completed Field Form 4.2

Mid-Season QA Survey

The mid-season QA survey is the last part of the TFW Ambient Monitoring quality assurance
requirements. It is designed to collect information on crew consistency and to document that correc-
tions made for problems found in the pre-season survey were effective. The format of the mid-
season QA survey follows the methods outlined in the pre-season section except that the test re-
quires only collecting information on half the number of stream reaches (100 meters). This should
result in the QA survey requiring only half the field time as well. '
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Salmonid Spawning Gravel Composition Survey QA Protocol
- SAMPLE COLLECTION -

The TFW Ambient Monitoring Program has developed the following quality assurance (QA) proto-
col for ensuring the consistency of quality data gathered by cooperator crews using the TFW Salmo-
nid Spawning Gravel Composition module. The QA module protocol uses a Observation field
survey (QA survey) method to assess crew variability for the Sampling section of the Salmonid
Spawning Gravel Composition module. The QA module is offered as a service for cooperators using
TFW-AM Program methods. It is the responsibility of the cooperator to initiate contact and request
this service.

QA Protocol

This protocol requires one day for each QA survey. A minimum of two QA surveys (pre- and mid-
season) are recommended per season for optimum documentation of crew and data quality assur-
ance. The following parameters are examined: selection of the sampling reach; identification of
potential sampling sites within the sampling reach; and site sampling of individual riffle crests. The
pre-season QA survey follows initial training and after the crew has had a chance to hone their skills
on local test streams. The goal of this survey is to document a quality assurance baseline for the
entire season. Problems are defined as field crews not following or not understanding the methods as
outlined in the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual. Significant problems are those problems
which require more time to correct than available on the QA survey day. If significant problems are
found during this visit, further training is recommended followed by another pre-season QA survey.

The mid-season QA survey occurs towards the middle of the survey project and completes quality
assurance documentation to ensure and document crew consistency in the collection of quality data.
This observation field survey must be conducted on a stream segment used for inclusion in a project
database.

Pre-Season QA Survey

The pre-season QA survey protocol consists of 5 steps: Step 1 - Survey Appointment - covers initial
QA service contact; Step 2 - Pre-survey - covers cooperator information requirements, testing site,
and other logistical information; Step 3 - Observarion Field Survey - covers the actual QA survey;
Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - covers the post-test field overview; and Step 5 - Survey Report -
covers the follow-up QA report and information dissemination.

Step 1 - Survey Appointment - The cooperator requests a QA field survey and an appointment is
made for the survey. A copy of this protocol will be sent to cooperators who do not receive one with
their TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual.

Step 2 - Pre-survey - The QA crew meets with cooperator crew at the designated stream location.
This location should reflect the normal stream environment for the entire season and should be
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reasonably accessible to provide optimum on-stream time. The cooperator crew is expected to be
ready for a full day’s testing by being properly clothed for normal field work and equipped accord-
ing to the module protocol. A brief preview of the day’s events will be given to cooperator partici-
pants at the start of the testing day. This will include data collection and mapping duties.

The cooperator is required to provide the following segment information:

Stream Name W.RILA. # Segment # : Ref. Pt. (from/to)
Stream Order . Rivermile (from/to) Map Grad/Conf

Prior to data collection, equipment will be calibrated by measuring the coring cylinder of the
McNeil sampler and comparing with TFW standards (i.e., 15cm diameter x 23cm length).

Step 3 - Observation Field Survey - The QA crew will fill-out the “TFW Ambient Monitoring
Program - QA Observation Field Survey - SAMPLING” form (Appendix E). Completion of this
form is accomplished during a one-day visit. This form is designed to provide detailed qualitative
documentation and it is divided up into three parts: Part A -: Selection of the Sampling Reach: Part
B - Identifying Potential Sampling Sites Within the Sampling Reach; and Part C - Site Sampling of
Individual Riffle Crests. This format documents cooperator variability in identifying and sampling
key parameters and applying protocol.

Part A: Selection of the Sampling Reach. 1-2 hours. This part covers map-work and initial field

checking of potential sampling sites within a segment. This part typically can be accomplished either
at the cooperator’s office or in the field. A minimum observation of one segment’s delineation is
required to complete this part. It documents five areas including: 1) identifying a sampling segment;
2) defining a logistically feasible sampling area; 3) eliminating areas in the vicinity of in-stream
structures; 4) finalizing the potential sampling reach; and 5) appropriateness of time to collect
samples.

Part B; Identifying Potential Sampling Sites Within the Sampling Reach. 1-2 hours. This part

covers field assessment and sampling strategy of potential riffle crests selected within the sampling
reaches. A minimum observation of 10% of the identified potential riffle crests must be viewed in
the field to complete this part. It documents two areas including: 1) inventory of riffle crests; and 2)
systematic sampling strategy.

Part C: Site Sampling of Individual Riffle Crests. 1-2 hours. This part covers the field gravel

sampling protocol using the McNeil cylinder. A minimum observation of three samples is required
to complete this part. It documents three areas including: 1) equipment checklist and condition/
usefulness; 2) identifying sampling points at riffle crests; and 3) collecting samples with the McNeil
gravel sampler.

Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - The QA crew goes over the test with cooperator crews in the field
and points out problems found during observations. A description of the problems, reasons, and
solutions will be written in the notes section of the QA Observation Field Survey form. Significant
problems may require a subsequent training visit and another pre-season QA survey. Minor prob-
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lems can usually be given corrective training in the field on the same day and do not require another
pre-season QA survey.

Step 5 - Survey Report - The QA crew returns to the office and writes a narrative summary report of
testing comparisons and observations. For a more in-depth explanation of what information is
included, please refer to the “QA Survey Report Guidelines™ section of this module. The cooperator
project leader will receive a copy of the following:

* Completed QA Observation Field Survey SAMPLING form
* Completed QA Survey Report

Mid-Season QA Survey

The mid-season QA survey is the last part of the TFW Ambient Monitoring quality assurance
requirements. It is designed to collect information on crew consistency and to document that correc-
tions made for problems found in the pre-season survey were effective. The format of the mid-
season QA survey follows the methods outlined in the pre-season section except that the test re-
quires only collecting information on Parts B and C. This should result in the QA survey requiring
only two-thirds of the field time.
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Salmonid Spawning Gravel Composition Survey QA Protocol
- VOLUMETRIC ANALYSIS -

The TFW Ambient Monitoring Program has developed the following quality assurance (QA) proto-
col for ensuring the consistency of quality data gathered by cooperator crews using the TFW Salmo-
nid Spawning Gravel Composition module. The QA module protocol uses a Observation field
survey (QA survey) method to assess crew variability for the Volumetric Analysis section of the
Salmonid Spawning Gravel Composition module. The QA module is offered as a service for cooper-
ators using TFW-AM Program methods. It is the responsibility of the cooperator to initiate contact
and request this service.

QA Protocol

This protocol requires one day for each QA survey. A minimum of two QA surveys (pre- and mid-
season) are recommended per season for optimum documentation of crew and data quality assur-
ance. The following parameters are examined: equipment condition; the washing gravel through
sieves process; and the volumetric measurement process. The pre-season QA survey follows initial
training and after the crew has had a chance to hone their skills on local test streams. The goal of
this survey is to document a quality assurance baseline for the entire season. Problems are defined as
field crews not following or not understanding the methods as outlined in the TFW Ambient Moni-
toring Program Manual. Significant problems are those problems which require more time to correct
than available on the QA survey day. If significant problems are found during this visit, further
training is recommended followed by another pre-season QA survey.

The mid-season QA survey occurs towards the middle of the survey project and completes quality
assurance documentation to ensure and docurment crew consistency in the collection of quality data.
This observation field survey must be conducted on a stream segment used for inclusion in a project
database.

Pre-Season QA Survey

The pre-season QA survey protocol consists of 5 steps: Step 1 - Survey Appointment - covers initial
QA service contact; Step 2 - Pre-survey - covers cooperator information requirements, testing site,
and other logistical information; Step 3 - Observation Field Survey - covers the actual QA survey;
Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - covers the post-test field overview; and Step 5 - Survey Report -
covers the follow-up QA report and information dissemination.

Step 1 - Survey Appointment - The cooperator requests a QA field survey and an appointment is
made for the survey. A copy of this protocol will be sent to cooperators who do not receive one with
their TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual.

Step 2 - Pre-survey - The QA crew meets with cooperator crew at the designated processing station
location. This location should reflect the normal processing station environment for the entire season
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and should be reasonably accessible to provide optimum observation time. The cooperator crew is
expected to be ready for a full day’s testing by being properly clothed for normal field work and
equipped according to the module protocol. A brief preview of the day’s events will be given to
cooperator participants at the start of the testing day. This will include data collection and mapping

duties.

The cooperator is required to provide the following segment information for at least one of the
project segments:

Stream Name W.RLA. # Segment # Ref. Pt. {(from/to)
Stream Order Rivermile (from/to) Map Grad/Conf Sample Collection Date
Riffle Crest #s Sample #s

Prior to processing, calibration of equipment for this module consists of two parts. First, the sieves
must be visually checked for damage and an intact label. Second, the graduated cylinders will all be
tested for consistency between each other.

Step 3 - Observation Field Survey - The QA crew will fill-out the “TFW Ambient Monitoring
Program - QA Observation Field Survey - VOLUMETRIC ANALYSIS” form (Appendix F).
Completion of this form is accomplished during a one-day visit. This form is designed to provide
detailed qualitative documentation and it is divided up into three parts: Part A - Equipment check-
list; Part B - Washing gravel through sieves; and Part C - Volumetric measurement. This format
documents cooperator variability in identifying and sampling key parameters and applying protocol.

Part A: Equipment Checklist. 30 minutes. This part provides a cross-check of required and advised
volumetric analysis equipment and its condition. This is a one-time check which is accomplished at

the start of the field survey day.

Part B: Washing Gravel Through Sieves. 2-3 hours. This part covers processing station protocol and

the running of samples through the sieves. A minimum observation of three samples must be viewed
to complete this part. It documents seven steps including: 1) filling-out data form; 2) processing
station preparation; 3) sieve preparation; 4) sample data recording; 5) bucket dump and rinse; 6)
station shake and sort; and 7) sieve settling and draining time.

Part C. Volumetric Measurement. 2-3 hours. This part covers the volumetric measurement using
the displacement flask and graduated cylinders. A minimum observation of three samples is required
to complete this part. It documents five areas including: 1) cross-check data form,; 2) flask prepara-
tion; 3) sieve dump and rinse; 4) flask drain and read; and 5) data recording.

Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - The QA crew goes over the test with cooperator crews in the field
and points out problems found during observations. A description of the problems, reasons, and
solutions will be written in the notes section of the QA Observation Field Survey form. Significant
problems may require a subsequent training visit and another pre-season QA survey. Minor prob-
lems can usually be given corrective training in the field on the same day and do not require another
pre-season QA survey.

1994 TFW Ambicnt Monitoring Program Manual Quality Assurance - 23



Step 5 - Survey Report - The QA crew returns to the office and writes a narrative summary report of
testing comparisons and observations. For a more in-depth explanation of what information is
included, please refer to the “QA Survey Report Guidelines™ section of this module. The cooperator
project leader will receive a copy of the following:

* Completed QA Observation Field Survey VOLUMETRIC ANALYSIS form
* Completed QA Survey Report

Mid-Season QA Su'rvey

The mid-season QA survey is the last part of the TFW Ambient Monitoring quality assurance
requirements. It is designed to collect information on crew consistency and to document that correc-
tions made for problems found in the pre-season survey were effective. The format of the mid-
season QA survey follows the methods outlined in the pre-season section except that the test re-
quires only collecting information on two sediment samples. This should result in the QA survey
requiring only two-thirds of the field time.
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Salmonid Spawning Gravel Composition Survey QA Protocol
- GRAVIMETRIC ANALYSIS -

(Not Available at this time}
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Stream Temperature Survey QA Protocol

The TFW Ambient Monitoring Program has developed the following quality assurance (QA) proto-
col for ensuring the consistency of quality data gathered by cooperator crews using the TFW Stream
Temperature Survey module. The QA module protocol uses a Observation field survey (QA survey)
method to assess crew variability for the Stream Temperature Survey module. The QA module is
offered as a service for cooperators using TFW-AM Program methods. It is the responsibility of the
cooperator to initiate contact and request this service. '

QA Protocol

This protocol requires one day for each QA survey. A minimum of two QA surveys (pre- and mid-
season) are recommended per season for optimum documentation of crew and data quality assur-
ance. The following parameters are examined: Level 1 installation protocol for both thermograph
and min/max thermometer; and Level 3 air temperature procedures. Other TFW-AM quality assur-
ance services for Level 2 and 3 stream temperature surveys are limited to bankfull width and depth,
and canopy closure replicate field survey tests. QA testing for these procedures follows the Refer-
ence Point Survey Module quality assurance protocol.

The pre-season QA survey follows initial training and after the crew has had a chance to hone their
skills on local test streams. The goal of this survey is to document a quality assurance baseline for
the entire season. Problems are defined as field crews not following or not understanding the meth-
ods as outlined in the TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual. Significant problems are those
problems which require more time to correct than available on the QA survey day. If significant
problems are found during this visit, further training is recommended followed by another pre-

season QA survey.

The mid-season QA survey occurs towards the middle of the survey project and completes quality
assurance documentation to ensure and document crew consistency in the collection of quality data.
This observation field survey must be conducted on a stream segment used for inclusion in a project
database. '

Pre-Season QA Survey -

The pre-season QA survey protocol consists of 5 steps: Step 1 - Survey Appointment - covers initial
QA service contact; Step 2 - Pre-survey - covers cooperator information requirements, testing site,
and other logistical information; Step 3 - Observation Field Survey - covers the actual QA survey;
Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - covers the post-test field overview; and Step 5 - Survey Report -
covers the follow-up QA report and information dissemination.

Step 1 - Survey Appointment - The cooperator requests a QA field survey and an appointment is
made for the survey. A copy of this protocol will be sent to cooperators who do not receive one with
their TFW Ambient Monitoring Program Manual.
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Step 2 - Pre-survey - The QA crew meets with cooperator crew at the designated stream location.
This location should reflect the normal stream environment for the entire season and should be
reasonably accessible to provide optimum on-stream time. The cooperator crew is expected to be
ready for a full day’s testing by being properly clothed for normal field work and equipped accord-
ing to the module protocol. A brief preview of the day’s events will be given to cooperator partici-
pants at the start of the testing day. This will include data collection and mapping duties.

The cooperator is required to provide the following segment information:

Stream Name W.R.IA. # Segment # Rcf. Pt. (from/to)
Stream Order Rivermile (from/to) Elevation

The cooperator will also provide copies of thermograph/probe or min/max thermometer calibration
documentation of equipment used for the QA survey.

Step 3 - Observation Field Survey - The QA crew will fill-out the “TFW Ambient Monitoring
Program - QA Observation Field Survey - STREAM TEMP” form (Appendix G). This form is
designed to provide detailed qualitative documentation and it is divided up into two parts: Part A -
covers the protocol used to determine the monitoring site location; Part B - covers the installation
protocols for both thermographs and min/max thermometers. This format documents cooperator
variability in identifying and sampling key parameters and applying protocol.

Part A: Monitoring Site Selection. 1 - 2 hours. This part covers the methods used by the cooperator
to determine thermal reach or local temperature site locations. It also checks the methods used to
identify thermograph probe or min/max instaliation sites. A minimum observation of 3 installation
sites is required for this section. The methods observed for monitoring site selection covers: riparian
and morphology representation; hydraulic mixing potential; and de-watering potential.

Part B: Site Installation. 3 - 4 hours. This part covers the setting-up and methods used to install
Thermograph probes, loggers, or min/max thermometers. A minimum observation of 3 installation
sites is required for this section. The methods observed for probes/thermometers will cover: depths
and channel placements; anchoring structures or procedures; and shade requirements. The methods
observed for data loggers will cover: bank location; security; and weather protection.

Step 4 - Post-survey Summary - The QA crew goes over the test with cooperator crews in the field
and points out problems found during observations. A description of the problems, reasons, and
solutions will be written in the notes section of the QA Observation Field Survey - STREAM TEMP
form. Significant problems may require a subsequent training visit and another pre-season QA
survey. Minor problems can usually be given corrective training in the field on the same day and do
not require another pre-season QA survey.

Step 5 - Survey Report - The QA crew returns to the office and writes a narrative summary report of
testing comparisons and observations. For a more in-depth explanation of what information is
included, please refer to the “QA Survey Report Guidelines™ section of this module. The cooperator
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project leader will receive a copy of the following:

* Completed QA Observation Field Survey Stream Temp. form
* Completed QA Survey Report

Mid-Season QA Survey

The mid-season QA survey is-the last part of the TFW Ambient Monitoring quality assurance
requirements. It is designed.to collect information on crew consistency and to document that correc-
tions made for problems found in the pre-season survey were effective. The format of the mid-
season QA survey follows the methods outlined in the pre-season section except that the test re-
quires only collecting information on two selection and installation sites. This should result in the
QA survey requiring only two-thirds of the field time.

QA Module Products and Services

Documentation of TFW-AM QA services are provided to cooperators for their QA plan files. Docu-
mentation includes: certificates for field training workshops; copies of training and field assistance
reports; and copies of QA survey materials and reports.

The TFW-AM program QA service is available to all individuals and agencies who use the methods
outlined in the TFW-AM Program Manual and are submitting their field data for inclusion in the
statewide database. If you are interested in these services, please contact the Northwest Indian Fisher-
ies Commission [(206)438-1181 ext. 332] to set up an appointment.
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QA Survey Report Guidelines

The following is a list of the headers used to describe the results of a Replicate or Observation Field
Survey (QA survey). This information is provided for cooperator QA Plan documentation and as a
tool to determine crew training and support effectiveness or needs. See Appendix H for an example
of the QA Survey report template.

StreamiSite Description: This section is used to describe basic stream features and factors which
make the stream unique, particularly those that may affect comparisons or observations. Examples
include: discharge, water clarity, visual obstructions, stream size, channel gradient, confinement, or
station protection from weather, substrate size, weather, homnet nests, etc.

Equipment and Calibration: This section is used to describe features and factors of equipment used
which may affect comparisons or observations such as the type and condition of field gear or
measurement equipment. This section is also used to describe whether the measurement instruments
and equipment were calibrated with QA instruments or meet TFW standards.

Logistical Factors: This section is used to describe logistical factors such as crew experience and if
there were any time constraints limiting the completion of the QA survey.

Survey Summary/Recommendations: This section is used to describe both crew strengths and

weaknesses in application of the respective TFW Ambient Monitoring Program module. The crew
strengths found during the QA survey will be discussed in regard to factors such as experience, skill,
committment, and attitude. The crew weaknesses found during the QA survey will be discussed in
regard to problems (bias, accuracy, and precision) found and the reasons (human, methodology, and
background) for the problems. Sclutions (training, support, refinement, none) to the problems are
also offered and documented as to which ones were minor and corrected on the QA survey day, and
which problems were significant and require follow-up training. The majority of this information
will be synthesized from the QA survey ‘Notes’ or ‘Summary’ sections and the crew variability
forms.
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APPENDIXES

Appendix A
QA Replicate Field Survey - REF PT Form

Appendix B
QA Repilicate Field Survey - HABITAT Form

Appendix C
QA Replicate Field Survey - LWD 1 Form

Appendix D
QA Replicate Field Survey - LWD 2 Form

Appendix E
QA Observation Field Survey - SAMPLING Form

Appendix F
QA Observation Field Survey - VOLUMETRIC ANALYSIS Form

Appendix G
QA Observation Field Survey - STREAM TEMP Form

Appendix H
QA Survey Report Template
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QA Replicate Field Survey
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APPENDIX B

QA Replicate Field Survey Comparison
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APPENDIX C

QA Repiicate Field Survey | JiWD w1
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APPENDIX D
TFW Ambicnt Monitoring Program

QA Replicate Field Survey Comparison
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Coop. Crew
Date of Survey Segment #
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APPENDIX E

TFW Ambient Monitoring Program
Salmonid Spawning Gravel Composition Module
ek skokokodokskokk gk deok ok G A MPLING % %% % % kskskskksk ket ek sk

1994 QA Observation Field Survey

Date W.R.LA. #

COOPERATOR : '  "Stream

COOP Crew Segment # BFW
Grad. Conf.

QA/QC Crew Rivermile to

Part A: Selection of the Sampling Reach

1) Identifying a Sampling Segment [Salmonid use: current, historic, future; Gradient; Substrate size]
Is the chosen segment suitable according to protocol? (describe)

2) Defining a Logistically Feasible Sampling Area [Site distribution; Access; Geomorphic Conditions]
Has the cooperator chosen sites within the segment that are accessible to crews?
{describe)

3) Eliminating Areas in the Vicinity of In-stream Structures [Buffer zones for bridges, dams, culverts]
How many were found in segment and was protocol followed? (describe)

4) Finalizing the Potential Sampling Reach
How many potential sampling reaches did they end up with in segment and does it

reflect steps 1-37 (describe)

5) Appropriateness of Time to Collect Samples (Stable substrate; Salmonid presence; Discharge regime]
When is the sampling being conducted? (describe)

Summary




Part B: Identifying Potential Sampling Sites Within the Sampling Reach
1) Inventory of Riffle Crests

How many riffle crests where identified as potential sampling sites on this segment?
riffle crests.

Did the cooperator. select riffle crests [geomorphology, substrate comp ] which meet criteria?
(describe)

Did the cooperator flag/mark the sampling sites properly? (describe)

2) Systematic Sampling Strategy

Did the cooperator develop a sampling strategy based on prior data available on this
stream? (describe)

Did the cooperator follow the systematic strategy properly? (describe)
Total # RCs Sequencing
Random # Other

Summary




Part C:

Site Sampling of Individual Riffle Crests

1) Equipment Checklist and conditionfusefulness [goodifair/poor]

Map delineating stream segments

McNeil sampler with plunger

Plastic buckets with secure lids numbered clearly

Backpack carrier
Squirt Bottles

Bucket
Field n
Pencils

labels
otebook

Hip boots or chest waders
Flagging

Permanent markers
Fiberglass tape

2) Identifying Sampling Points at Riffle Crests

Tape over RC
Spawning gravel edge
1/2 and 2/3 protocol
Discard protocol

Notes

T

Total # RCs Observed

yes no
yes no
yes no
yes no

3) Collecting Samples with the McNeil Gravel Sampler

Step 1

Step 2

- McNeil Sampler Total # Samples Observed
Pre-rinse yes no
Dwnstrm Approach yes no
Insertion Protocol  yes no
Proper insertion yes no
Discard protocol yes no
Notes

- Sample Removal

Hand layer method  yes no
Collection Basin yes no
Stop-tring protocol  yes no
Hand rinse yes no
Discard protocol yes no

Notes




Step 3 - Plunger

Clean plunger yes no
Insertion protocol  yes no
Discard protocol yes no
Notes

Step 4 - Removal
Sample bucket pre-rinse  yes no
Sample bucket stability  yes no
McNeil removal protocol yes no
Rinse yes no
Discard protocol yes no
Notes

Step 5 - Sample Bucker label
Label yes no
Information yes no
Sealing bucket yes no
Notes

Summary

g \qa-forms\qased94 wp




APPENDIX F

TFW Ambient MonitoringProgram
Salmonid Spawning Gravel Composition Module

1994 QA Observation Field Survey

Date W.R.LA. #
COOPERATOR Stream
COOP Crew ‘ © Segment # BFW _
Grad. Conf.
QA/QC Crew Rivermile 10
Part A Documentation and Equipment Checklist
Data Form: Was the header information filled out properly? yes __ no ___
Sieves sieve diameter
— 640 mm mm __ Sieve holder __ Catch basin
_ 320 mm _____ mm __ Stand — Water Supply
_ 160 mm mm __ Tubing Connection
. 3.0 mm mm __ Mod. Graduated Cylinder
— 40 mm __ mm
— 20 mm mm __ Displacement Flask & valve
_— 1.0 mm mm __ Grad. Cyl. -1000/500/100ml
— 0.85 mm mm —_ Small cup __ Timers (3)
_ 0.5 mm mm __ Data Forms __ Pencils
— 0.25 mm mm __ Rain Gear __ Wire brush
_ 0.125mm mm
Notes:
Part B Washing Gravel Through Sieves Total # Samples Observed
Step 1 - Filling Out Data Form
1 Form/day/segment yes no
Header Information yes no
Sieve Sizes yes no

Notes




Step 2 - Processing Station Preparation

Catch Basin Drain/Rinse yes no
Mod. Grad. Cyl. yes no
Notes
Step 3 - Sieve Preparation
Steve Holder .yes no
Stack Sieves yes no
Notes
Step 4 - Sample Data Recording  yes no
Notes
Step 5 - Bucket Dump & Rinse yes no
Notes
Step 6 - Station Protocol
Shake Protocol yes no
Wash Protocol yes no
Thoroughness
Large yes no.
Medium yes no.
Fines yes no
Sieve Removal yes no
Sieve Holder Rinse yes no
_ Sieve Drying yes no
Discard Protocol yes no
Notes

Step 7 - Sieve Settling and Draining Time

Summary

15 min Sieves yes

no

20 min Grad. Cyl. (on) yes

no

no

60 min Grad. Cyl. (off) yes
Notes




Part C Volumetric Measurement

Total # Samples Observed
Step 1 - Cross-check Data Form  yes no
Notes

Step 2 - Flask preparation

Drain & Rinse yes no
Water Level yes no
Close Valve yes no
Notes

Step 3 - Sieve Protocol

Dump/no splash yes no
Material removal yes no
Small cup protocol yes no
Brush/scrape yes no
Flask pan rinse yes no,
Thoroughness yes no
Discard Protocol - yes no
Notes

Step 4 - Flask Protocol  Have the graduated cylinders ever been calibrated with each other?

Proper Grad. Cyl. yes no
Over shot Protocol yes no
Volume read - yes no
Pan Sed. Cyl. yes no
Notes

Step S - Data Recording yes no
Notes

Summary

g \qa-forms\sedv94 wp







APPENDIX G

TFW Ambient Monitoring Program

Stream Temperature Survey Module
1994 QA Observation Field Survey

- Not Available at this Time -







APPENDIX H CopysenttoCoop __ /__/
TFW Ambient Monitoring Program

- QA Survey Report

Date Attended by
Cooperator
Site
Trainers
(*Lead)
Modules [ ] Stream Segment [__] Habitat Unit [ Spawning Gravel
Covered [ Reference Point [ Large Woody Debris [ Stream Temperature
Summary
Stream/Site Description:
uipment and Calibration:
Logistical Factors:
urve m ecommendations:
TFW Note: One of the TFIW Ambient Monitoring Program's main quality assurance objectives is to continu-

ally improve our methods and services through adaptive management. We encourage all Cooperators to share
their opinions and experience on how this program can better meet their needs.
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QA Report (cont.)
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