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To: All District Managers, Field Managers, and Deputy State Directors
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Subject: Placer Mining Baseline Environmental Information Guidance and Reclamation Effectiveness Monitoring for Alaska Placer
Mined Streams

Program Area: Mining Law Administration, Surface Management

Purpose: The purpose of this Instruction Memorandum (IM) is to provide guidance to BLM personnel on the baseline environmental
information needed from Alaska placer mining operators for successful stream reclamation and guidance on Reclamation
Effectiveness Monitoring (REM) for Alaska placer mined streams. This guidance is intended to ensure that Alaska mining operations are
in compliance with existing federal laws and regulations, as outlined in the BLM 2012 Surface Management Handbook.

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) manages approximately 119,000 miles of streams in Alaska, some of which are affected by
placer mining. Placer mining is defined as mining in alluvial deposits for minerals, such as gold, and often involves the diversion or
alteration of the stream environment. Pursuant to the regulations at 43 CFR 3809, mining must not cause unnecessary or undue
degradation (UUD) which is defined in 43 CFR 3809.5" as, among other things, compliance with the performance standards found at 43
CFR 3809.420. These performance standards require operators to reclaim their mine site. Reclamation includes, but is not limited to, the
rehabilitation of fisheries and wildlife habitat, the placement of growth medium, and the establishment of self-sustaining revegetation.

Baseline information is important for evaluating placer mining operations that include direct or indirect stream channel impacts and for
determining whether the reclamation performance standards would be satisfied. The BLM has established detailed baseline
environmental information requirements that represent the minimum information necessary for the BLM to adequately analyze potential
environmental impacts.

Successful stream reclamation is critical to meeting the requirements for rehabilitation of fisheries and wildlife habitat. Determining
when the reclamation requirement is met has been based largely on qualitative measures, creating uncertainty and unclear expectations
between the BLM and the operator. To address this situation, this 1M presents a framework for how stream reclamation and
rehabilitation of fisheries will be evaluated. The Reclamation Effectiveness Monitoring (REM) approach provides a common suite of
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metrics that the BLM will use to determine when stream reclamation is complete and when the reclamation bond may be released. By
using the REM approach, the BLM can ensure clear and measurable stream reclamation objectives are included in the operator's
approved reclamation plan.

Policy/ Action: Baseline Environmental Information This 1M establishes a policy that all new Plans of Operations and proposed
modifications affecting perennial streams? in Alaska include specific baseline environmental information as provided for in 43 CFR
3809.401(c).

The BLM may require additional baseline environmental information, depending on the complexity of the site and potential resources
affected. Attachment 1, Placer Mining Baseline Environmental Information Guidance, provides details about the required data
components for the operator-provided baseline environmental information.

Reclamation Effectiveness Monitoring This 1M requires BLM personnel to ensure that certain affected plans contain reclamation
objectives related to stream recovery. This 1M provides a functional framework to evaluate the physical, chemical and biological
recovery of streams following reclamation for existing and new Plans and Notices affecting perennial streams. The specific policy
requirements are outlined in Attachment 2, Reclamation Effectiveness Monitoring (REM) for Placer Mined Streams.

Monitoring Plans and Release of Financial Guarantees: All new and modified Plans of Operations must include a monitoring plan that at
a minimum incorporates reclamation progress monitoring by the operator. Monitoring Plans should include provisions for operators to
provide annual site photos of reclamation progress (43 CFR 3809.401(b) (4)). These photographs and any other operator-submitted
information should be reviewed by the BLM Interdisciplinary Team to determine if it is reasonably likely that the reclamation objectives
outlined in the Plan are being met and whether a field visit to measure site conditions is warranted. Determining when to measure
reclamation success for Notice level operations will be primarily reliant upon BLM site inspections and data review by the BLM
Interdisciplinary Team.

Authorized Officers should not release financial guarantees until reclamation is achieved, including meeting the reclamation
requirements outlined in the ELM-approved Plan of Operations and the 3809 regulations.

Timeframe: The baseline information policy is effective for new Plans of Operations affecting perennial streams to be implemented in
2016 or beyond. Operators requesting a modification (excluding minor modifications) to existing Plans would also be required to submit
this information prior to new disturbance affecting perennial streams. This phased approach allows operators to collect this information
during the summer and fall of 2015 in preparation for new or modified Plan submittals during the following winter. The REM policy is
effective immediately and applies to existing and new Plans of Operations and Notices.

Budget Impact: There will be a budget impact associated with this IM. In the short-term, BLM will need to educate mining operators
about these situation-specific baseline environmental information requirements. In the instances where the operator chooses to provide
the baseline environmental information at the time of Plan submission, the BLM expects to realize budget efficiencies due to improved
effectiveness of processing and review. Operators that do not wish to incur the expense of providing the baseline environmental
information can request assistance from the BLM authorized officer; however, this may delay the processing of the submitted plan for
two or more field seasons based on workload and staff availability. It is anticipated that this policy will improve BLM's ability to more
accurately evaluate the potential impacts and develop measures to ensure the prevention of UUD, which may eventually result in the
reduction of costs associated with the monitoring and evaluation of failed reclamation efforts.

This guidance will improve efficiencies for implementing the 43 CFR 3809 regulations, since defining measurable reclamation objectives
will reduce the need for repeated field visits and qualitative assessments of reclamation, which have contributed to inconsistent
reclamation results and operator confusion. Based on 2009-2012 data, BLM Alaska reviews and approves an average of 6 Plans of
Operations per year. Currently, there are approximately 35 Plans of Operations which involve authorized or potential in-stream
operations or diversions.

Background: None
Manual/Handbook Sections Affected: This IM is in conformance with the 43 CFR 3809 Surface Management Handbook.

Coordination Alaska State Office (Division of Resources) coordinated with the Fairbanks and Anchorage District Offices, as well as the
Washington Office (Division of Solid Minerals).

Contact: For more information, please contact Rob Brumbaugh, Surface Management Program Lead, at 907-271-4429 or Matthew S.
Varner, Fisheries/Riparian Program Lead at 907-271-3348.

Notes:
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T The definition for UUD for pre-2001 plans is located at 43 CFR 3809.0-S(k) in the 1981 regulations. The 1981 regulation's definition of
UUD included, but was not limited to, "failure to initiate and complete reasonable mitigation measures, including reclamation of
disturbed areas." The 1981 regulation's reclamation requirements (3809.1-3(d)) are the same as the specific performance standards
listed in the current regulations at 3809.420, and include the rehabilitation of fisheries and wildlife habitat. The 1981 regulations state in
subpart 3809.3-2(b) "failure to reclaim areas disturbed by operations under 43 CFR § 3809.1-3 of this Part is a violation of these
regulations."2"Affecting perennial streams" is defined as mining or exploration activity in or within 100 feet of a perennial stream
channel, or the construction of stream bypasses or diversions. Surface disturbing activities within 100 feet of streams have an
increased potential for adversely impacting stream habitats and water quality based on a literature review on the efficacy of various
riparian buffers widths.

3 The pre-2001 regulations required rehabilitation offish and wildlife habitat as a reclamation requirement (see 43 CFR 3809.1-3(d))
while the current regulations include rehabilitation of fish and wildlife habitat as a reclamation performance standard (see 43 CFR
3809.420).

Signed by: Bud C. Cribley, State Director
Authenticated by: Janine Leist, Administrative Supervisor
2 Attachments

1. Placer Mining Baseline Environmental Information Requirements (12pp)
2. Reclamation Effectiveness Monitoring (REM) for Placer Mined Streams (18pp)
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Attachment 1

Placer Mining Baseline Environmental Information
Guidance

Background

Due to the complexities associated with placer mining adjacent to and within streams and the
subsequent reclamation of those areas, the BLM has established a suite of detailed baseline
environmental information requirements that represent the minimum information necessary for
the BLM to adequately analyze potential environmental impacts and to determine if the mining
activity will prevent UUD.

This operator-provided baseline environmental information will expedite the technical review
process of the submitted Plan, ensure proper NEPA analysis, aid the BLM in determining
whether the mining operations will cause UUD, and facilitate the BLM's decision regarding
whether to approve the proposed Plan of Operations.

Policy

As described in the Instructional Memorandum, all new Plans of Operations and proposed
modifications affecting perennial streams1 in Alaska include specific baseline environmental
information as provided for in 43 CFR 3809.401(c).

The BLM may require additional baseline environmental information, depending on the
complexity of the site and potential resources affected. The following sections provide details
about the required data components for the operator-provided baseline environmental
information.

Authorized officers may request an Interdisciplinary Team site visit and/or require operators to
obtain baseline data from stable reference stream segments if activities are proposed within
previously disturbed stream segments that have not reached their recovery potential. In these
situations, data from stable stream segments or adjacent areas that have recovered from previous
mining are critical for developing site specific reclamation plans. These areas provide insight
into the stream habitat’s recovery potential and serve as a model for appropriate stream channel
design specifications and site specific reclamation objectives.

Authorized officers should develop internal processes for plan completeness reviews, including
the review of baseline environmental information. Authorized officers should not approve
submitted Plans until adequate baseline environmental information is provided and the

L«Affecting perennial streams” is defined as mining or exploration activity in or within 100 feet of a perennial
stream channel, or the construction of stream bypasses or diversions. Surface disturbing activities within 100 feet of
streams have an increased potential for adversely impacting stream habitats and water quality based on a literature
review on the efficacy of various riparian buffers widths.



associated environmental review (NEPA) is completed (43 CFR 3809.411 (3)). BLM reviewers
should ensure that baseline environmental information follows standardized sampling protocols
to ensure consistent and defensible analysis. (See Attachment 1)

While this baseline environmental information is not required for Notice-level operations, these
operators are required to demonstrate how their proposed exploration will be reclaimed sufficient
to meet the performance standards described in 43 CFR 3809.420. Therefore, to adequately
review Notice-level operations proposed within 100 feet of a perennial stream, the BLM
reviewer would need site-specific information sufficient to demonstrate how the proposed
reclamation would result in the rehabilitation of fisheries and wildlife habitat and what criteria
would be used to measure success (see H-3809-1, pages 3-6 and 3-7.)

Miners should be actively encouraged to contact their local BLM office well in advance of their
planned mining operations to discuss future proposed plans or modifications and baseline
environmental information needs.

Required Components

BLM reviewers should use the following diagram to determine what minimum baseline
environmental information requirements are required based on the reasonably foreseeable
development (proposed Plan of Operation) at the site.

Are you proposing a stream diversion or stream channel/floodplain
riparian disturbance within 100 feet of a perennial stream?

Baseline Data Are NOT
Required

Baseline Data Are

Required

Are you proposing stream channel/streambank riparian disturbance or a
diversion?

Complete Photography Based
Data Collection Requirements

Complete Full Suite of Environmental

Baseline Data Collection Requirements




Photography Based Data Collection Requirements

1. Site photographs:

2.

0 are sufficient to understand the landforms (e.g. stream overview photographs)
O illustrate the vegetation community types in the riparian and floodplain areas
0 illustrate streambank conditions
o illustrate general instream habitat conditions (e.g. photographs taken upstream and
downstream from various locations in the area proposed for mining)
Location (Latitude/Longitude) of photograph sites and any other relevant aspects of the site.

1.

=

Full Suite of Environmental Baseline Data Collection Requirements

Site photographs that:

0 are sufficient to understand the landforms (e.g. stream overview photographs)

O illustrate the vegetation community types in the riparian and floodplain areas

O illustrate streambank conditions

o0 illustrate general instream habitat conditions (e.g. photographs taken upstream and

downstream from various locations in the area proposed for mining)

0 include proposed or existing bypass locations

0 include the stream cross section and longitudinal survey end points

O capture any unique features (e.g. headcuts)
Location (Latitude/Longitude) of cross section/longitudinal survey end points, photograph sites,
and any other relevant aspects of the site
Plan-view Morphology (Sinuosity of the stream segment within the mining claim(s))
Meander Width Ratio (of the stream segment within the mining claim(s))
Longitudinal Profile (at least 5 mean wetted channels widths upstream and downstream of the
potentially affected stream segment or a minimum of 20 mean wetted channels widths in length,
whichever is greater)
Cross Sectional survey (at least 2 stable riffle cross sections within the surveyed stream segment)
Site Survey Map/Field Notes
Bed Material Characterization




Detailed Description of Baseline Environmental Data Parameters

1. Site Photographs
Requirement: High resolution photographs must also be collected throughout the stream segment
that:

o are sufficient to understand the landforms (e.g. stream overview photographs)
o Example:




o illustrate the vegetation community types in the riparian and floodplain areas
o Example:

e illustrate streambank conditions
o Example:

AN




o illustrate general instream habitat conditions (e.g. photographs taken upstream
and downstream from various locations in the area proposed for mining)
o Examples:




¢ include proposed or existing bypass locations
o Example:




¢ include the stream cross section and longitudinal survey end points
o Examples:




e capture any unique features (e.g. headcuts, off channel habitats, etc.)
o Examples:

Entrenched channel

Off channel habitat




All photographs must include GPS locations (Datum WGS 84). Video (.mpeg format) of the site
is also encouraged, but not required.

2. Location (Lat/Long—WGS 84 Datum)
Requirement: This information must be collected at the furthest downstream and upstream points
proposed for or directly adjacent to proposed mining. In addition, the locations of cross
section/longitudinal survey end points, photograph sites, and any other relevant aspects of the
site, such as the locations of any proposed or existing bypass or stream diversions must be
included. All submitted photographs need to include location information in decimal degrees to 4
decimal places.

3. Plan-view Morphology (Sinuosity)
Requirement: Sinuosity is a descriptor of the general meander pattern of a stream and is a core
attribute for understanding many of the parameters necessary to evaluate stream geomorphic
stability.

It is calculated by DIVIDING the stream length (down the thalweg) by the valley length
between the same two points in a direction that is parallel with the fall line of the valley.

4. Meander Width Ratio
Requirement: Meander width ratio (MWR) is the ratio of stream belt width divided by stream
bankfull width (Figure 1). The belt width is the distance from the apex of one meander bend to
the next meander bend, measured perpendicular to the fall line of the valley. Meander width
measurements can rapidly be taken from existing engineering plans and recent aerial
photographs and the data can be used to indirectly assess bank migration and lateral stability of a
stream segment.
Figure 1. PATTERN MEASUREMENTS AND RATIOS, INCLUDING THE MEANDER WIDTH*

BELTWIDTH
(WBLT)

RADIUS OF
CURVATURE (RC)

- RIFFLE
ANGLE

MEANDER LENGTH (LM)

VALLEY LENGTH (VL)

CHANNEL PATTERNMN CALCULATIONS
RADIUS OF CURVATURE / RIFFLE WIDTH (RC / WBKF)
MEANDER LENGTH / RIFFLE WIDTH (LM /WBKF)
MEANDERWIDTH RATIO (MWR = WBLT / WBKF)
SINUOSITY (K) = CHANNEL LENGTH (CL) /VALLEY LENGTH (VL)

*used with permission from Harman et al. 2012
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5. Longitudinal Profile
Requirement: Like the cross sectional survey, this survey should be conducted consistent with
the guidance found in Harrelson et al (1994, http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/publications/PDFs
[RM245E.PDF). The extent of the survey must encompass the area proposed for mining.
Specifically, the survey must extend at least 5 mean wetted channel widths upstream and
downstream of the potentially affected stream segment or a minimum of 20 mean wetted channel
widths in length, whichever is greater. Key features that must be included in the survey are
individual elevations of the water surface, thalweg, bankfull indicators, floodplains, and terraces

6. Cross Sectional Surveys
Requirement: This survey should be conducted consistent with the guidance found in Harrelson
et al (1994, http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/publications/PDFs/RM245E.PDF). Surveys should
extend beyond the streambank area and on to the floodplain, capturing as much of the floodprone
area (twice max bankfull depth) as reasonably possible. The survey must also identify the
thalweg (deepest point within the channel) depth and bankfull elevations. At least 2 cross
sectional surveys must be completed and should be reasonably spaced apart within the area that
will be surveyed longitudinally.

7. Site Survey Map/Field Notes
Requirement: A description of these required components is detailed in Harrelson et al (1994,
http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/publications/PDFs/RM245E.PDF) in Chapter 4 and specifically
listed on page 12.

8. Bed Material Characterization
Requirement: Using the Wolman Pebble Count (1954) technique, which is also describe in
Chapter 11 of Harrelson et al (1994, http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/publications/PDFs/
RM245E.PDF), data on the bed material size classes must be collected using the step-toe
procedure. Pools and riffles should be sampled based on their composition in the sample reach,
which is defined as the area between the lowest and uppermost cross sections.

11
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Additional Sources of Information
Rosgen, D. L. 2008. River Stability Field Guide. Fort Collins, CO. Wildland Hydrology

Harman, W., R. Starr, M. Carter, K. Tweedy, M. Clemmons, K. Suggs, C. Miller. 2012. A
Function-Based Framework for Stream Assessment and Restoration Projects. US Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Wetlands, Oceans, and Watersheds, Washington, DC EPA 843-K-
12-006.

http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/quidance/wetlands/upload/A_Function-Based Framework-2.pdf

Harrelson, Cheryl C; Rawlins, C. L.; Potyondy, John P. 1994. Stream channel reference sites: an
illustrated guide to field technique. Gen. Tech. Rep. RM-245. Fort Collins, CO: U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Forest and Range Experiment Station. 61 p.
http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/publications/PDFs/RM245E.PDF),

Rosgen, D. L. 2007. Chapter 11 In J. Bernard, J.F. Fripp & K.R. Robinson (Eds.), Part 654
Stream Restoration Design National Engineering Handbook (210-VI-NEH). Washington, D.C.:
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service.
http://www.wildlandhydrology.com/assets/Rosgen_Geomorphic_Channel Design.pdf
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Attachment 2 - Reissued from IM AK-2015-002

Reclamation Effectiveness Monitoring
(REM) for Placer Mined Streams

Introduction

This document provides the BLM-Alaska framework for evaluating the physical, chemical, and biological
functionality of a stream and provides various functional parameters, measurements, and performance
standards to help the Bureau determine whether mine operators conducting operations under 43 CFR Part
3809 have successfully completed reclamation as specified in their approved Plan of Operations or
reviewed Notice. This framework rooted in the Functional Lift Pyramid concept developed by Harman et
al. (2012). Much of the following information was taken directly from Harman et al. (2012) with
permission and is intended for use, as applicable, by BLM staff tasked with evaluating attainment of
specific stream function objectives with respect to reclamation conducted under 43 CFR Part 3809.

Policy

This guidance presents a clearly-defined, common suite of metrics for evaluating stream reclamation
success. This guidance also provides a consistent framework that benefits the Bureau as well as mining
operators by establishing clear expectations for achieving the performance standard in 43 CFR 3809.420".
Determining when the specific performance standard (or reclamation requirement) is met has been largely
based on qualitative measures, creating uncertainty and unclear expectations between the BLM and the
operator. To address this situation, policy presents a framework for how stream reclamation and
rehabilitation of fisheries will be evaluated. Successful rehabilitation of fisheries habitat, in addition to
attainment of other reclamation requirements, will determine the release of the operator's financial
guarantee.

New and modified Plans of Operations or Notices

Stream function level reclamation objectives should be included in all new and modified Plans or Notices
which include stream disturbance.

For BLM reviewers to most effectively evaluate a reclamation plan that may affect a perennial stream,
specific baseline environmental information describing the current conditions of the site must be included
(see Attachment 1). This information will be used by BLM staff to develop site specific, measurable
reclamation objectives using the framework described below that are tied to the reclamation performance
standards (43 CFR 3809.420). In the absence of baseline data, BLM staff should evaluate the site

! Pre-2001 operations are required to complete reclamation of all areas disturbed to the standard described in 43
CFR § 3809.1-3(d), which included the rehabilitation of fisheries and wildlife habitat. Satisfying these reclamation
requirements would be expected of a “prudent operator” and result in prevention of UUD. This reclamation
requirement became a performance standard (43 CFR § 3809.420) in the 2001 regulations.

1 Reissued from IM AK-2015-002



potential of the area based on information from adjacent areas to determine appropriate measureable
reclamation objectives.

Existing Plans of Operations or Notices

In addition to specific measurable objectives outlined in approved Reclamation Plans, offices should

utilize the stream function pyramid framework (Level 3 objectives) as well as measureable objectives
defined in the approved Reclamation Plan to evaluate attainment of the rehabilitation of fisheries and
wildlife habitat requirement or performance standard®.

Background

The BLM handbook, H-3809-1 (Surface Management), issued in September 2012, provides the
procedures and processes for employees to implement the BLM’s mining surface management program.
The H-3809-1 handbook states (page 5-14) that the rehabilitation of fisheries habitat should result in “...a
stable channel form with adequate vegetation to reduce erosion, dissipate stream energy, and promote the
recovery of instream habitats similar to levels which were present prior to mining and consistent with
BLM policy.” This handbook guidance is similar to BLM-Alaska’s historic interpretation of the
requirement rehabilitation of fisheries habitat. The 1988 Placer Mining EISs for Birch Creek, Beaver
Creek, and the Fortymile River contain virtually the same language regarding stream reclamation
requirements under the 1981 regulations (e.g., rebuilding the stream channel to approximately pre-mining
characteristics in the original floodplain with pools, riffles, boulders, and original gradient (see Birch
Creek EIS pg 4-53, Beaver Creek EIS pg 4-48, Fortymile EIS pg 4-55)). The ROD for the Fortymile EIS
also included additional mitigation that required "restoring the streambed to a condition that will provide
for the recovery of fish and wildlife habitat and channel stability".

The Reclamation Effectiveness Monitoring (REM) approach provides a common suite of metrics that the
BLM will use to determine when stream reclamation is complete and when the reclamation bond may be
released. The REM approach is rooted in the Stream Function Pyramid concept developed by Harman et
al. (2012)°. By using the REM approach, the BLM can ensure clear and measurable stream reclamation
objectives are included in the operator’s approved Reclamation Plan (required as part of a Plan of
Operations or Notice) and employ a consistent approach to evaluating the reclamation requirement or
performance standard of rehabilitating fisheries and wildlife habitat to existing Plans or Notices.

The timeframes associated with meeting the reclamation objectives will vary depending on the
reclamation effort performed by the miner. For example, an appropriately designed channel with the
installation of vegetative matting on the reclaimed stream bank would be expected to result in faster
vegetative recovery and channel stabilization as compared to stream reclamation that was limited to
diverting water down a recently recontoured valley, relying upon natural processes to dictate the rate of
revegetation and channel stabilization. In most situations, meeting reclamation objectives may likely take
more than 3 years and possibly greater than 10 years following initial commencement of reclamation.

2 Pre-2001 operations are required to complete reclamation of all areas disturbed to the standard described in 43
CFR § 3809.1-3(d), which included the rehabilitation of fisheries and wildlife habitat. Satisfying these reclamation
requirements would be expected of a “prudent operator” and result in prevention of UUD. This reclamation
requirement became a performance standard (43 CFR § 3809.420) in the 2001 regulations.

3 Harman, W., R. Starr, M. Carter, K. Tweedy, M. Clemmons, K. Suggs, C. Miller. 2012. A Function-Based
Framework for Stream Assessment and Restoration Projects. US Environmental Protection Agency, Office of
Wetlands, Oceans, and Watersheds, Washington, DC EPA 843-K-12-006.

2 Reissued from IM AK-2015-002



For new Notice-level operations, mining compliance staff must insure that the operator provides adequate
environmental information for BLM to assess prevention of UUD through meeting the performance
standards in 43 CFR 3809.420 (see page 3-6 of H-3809-1) before they accept the Notice’s Reclamation
Plan. In cases where the Notice does not adequately address the performance standards, the BLM must
notify the operator of the specific modifications needed to prevent UUD, and should ensure the operator
includes reclamation objectives describing the stream function level to be attained in the Reclamation
Plan. As specified in the following paragraphs, a stream function reclamation objective of Level 3 stream
function quantifiably demonstrates rehabilitation of fisheries habitat and is required to prevent UUD (see
43 CFR 3809.420). BLM’s review of Notices must adhere to timeline requirements at 43 CFR 3809.11 in
reviewing if the Notice is complete and if UUD would be prevented.

For all (existing and new/modified) Notice and Plan level mining activity that includes stream
disturbance, a Level 3 stream functional objective with an upward trend is the minimum threshold for
acceptable reclamation. At this level of stream function a stable channel form, riparian functionality, and
progress toward higher stream functional objectives, such as Level 4 (Water Quality) is presumed to be
achievable. For new or modified Plans of Operation or Notices, higher level stream function (e.g. Level 4
or 5) should be considered for previously unmined areas or areas that support (or supported in the past)
high value fish resources, such as anadromous fish. There are two circumstances when the Authorized
Officer may approve stream reclamation objectives at a level less than Level 3:

1. Streams that occur in valley types or landforms consisting of steep depositional fans, steep glacial
troughs and outwash valleys, or broad alluvial mountain valleys, and exhibiting naturally braided
or multi-threaded channels. Where mining is proposed in these kinds of naturally-occurring
streams, reclamation objectives should focus on achieving site appropriate valley profiles and
establishing vegetation on the outer edges of the channel. This situation is expected to be very
rare.

2. Streams that have been historically disturbed and altered, where the current sediment supply is
excessive (e.g., braided channel conditions) and cannot be mitigated in the reclamation design
and/or by improved land management in the watershed. These sites may be reclaimed to a stream
functional objective less than Level 3. Reduced stream functional levels can only be applied when
it is determined through field monitoring that stream potential is less than Level 3, and it is
consistent with the desired outcomes in the appropriate land use plan.

To ensure consistent and appropriate application of these exceptions, Authorized Officers must coordinate
with the AKSO 930 Branch Chiefs and affected program leads when considering stream reclamation
objectives at a level less than Level 3 for existing or new Plans of Operations or Notices.

All monitoring should be conducted by an interdisciplinary team if possible, but at a minimum fisheries
staff and a hydrologist should be present.

3 Reissued from IM AK-2015-002
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Background of the Stream Functional Level Pyramid Concept

In 2006, the US Army Corp of Engineers (Fischenich 2006) and a group of scientists, engineers, and
stream restoration practitioners identified 15 critical stream and riparian functions that define the physical,
biological, and chemical nature of streams and that could be used for ecosystem evaluation. These
functions were summarized in five categories. The functional categories identified in Fischenich (2006)
were later modified to more closely match functions with parameters commonly used in the fields of
hydrology, hydraulics, geomorphology, physiochemistry, and biology (Harman et al. 2012). The intent
was to help practitioners match project goals with corresponding stream functions thereby avoiding the
implementation of ineffective restoration designs because they ignored the underlying hydrology,
hydraulic, and geomorphic functions. These parameters were organized into a pyramid form designed to
illustrate that goal setting, stream restoration, and stream assessment methods must address functions in a
specific hierarchical order. This pyramid summarizes the Stream Functional Level Objectives and
Parameters that can be used to derive stream function at each level.

Figure 1. STREAM FUNCTIONS PYRAMID — FUNCTIONS & PARAMETERS

BIOLOGY » FUNCTION: Biodiversity
and the life histories of aquatic and riparian
life » PARAMETERS: Microbial
Communities, Macrophyte Communities,
Benthic Macroinvertebrate Communities,
Fish Communities, Landscape Connectivity

PHYSICOCHEMICAL » FUNCTION:
Temperature and oxygen regulation; processing of
organic matter and nutrients » PARAMETERS: Water
Quality, Nutrients, Organic Carbon

GEOMORPHOLOGY » FUNCTION: Transport of wood and
sediment to create diverse bed forms and dynamic equilibrium »
PARAMETERS: Sediment Transport Competency, Sediment
Transport Capacity, Large Woody Debris Transport and Storage,
Channel Evolution, Bank Migration/Lateral Stability, Riparian
Vegetation, Bed Form Diversity, Bed Material Characterization

HYDRAULIC » FUNCTION: Transport of water in the channel, on the
floodplain, and through sediments » PARAMETERS: Floodplain Connectivity,
Flow Dynamics, Groundwater/Surface Water Exchange

HYDROLOGY » FUNCTION: Transport of water from the watershed to the channel »
PARAMETERS: Channel-Forming Discharge, Precipitation/Runoff Relationship, Flood
Frequency, Flow Duration

Geology Climate
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For each functional level in the pyramid, parameters are identified which can be measured to indicate
functional status. Along with the list of parameters, various methods of measuring the parameters are
defined (see Harman et al. 2012).

Within the functional lift pyramid, higher-level functions are supported by lower-level functions. For
example, re-establishing floodplain connectivity, a level 2 parameter, is the most important task a
reclamation project can do since it affects so many of the upper level functions. Fish communities, on the
other hand, represent a level 5 parameter, and influence relatively few lower level functions. The intent
of the pyramid is to use a variety of parameters to describe the overall stream function at a particular
level.

Applicability to the 43 CFR 3809.420 Performance Standards*

The BLM regulations require that all operations prevent unnecessary or undue degradation (UUD), which
is defined in 43 CFR § 3809.5 as, among other things, compliance with the general and specific
performance standards set forth in § 3809.420. In respect to reclamation these standards include, but are
not limited to:

e Saving of topsoil for final application after reshaping of disturbed areas have been completed;

e Measures to control erosion, landslides, and water runoff;

e Measures to isolate, remove, or control toxic materials;

e Reshaping the area disturbed, application of the topsoil, and revegetation of disturbed areas,
where reasonably practicable; and

e Rechabilitation of fisheries and wildlife habitat.

The REM approach is focused on evaluating the rehabilitation of fisheries habitat requirement, which
according to the Functional Lift Pyramid would equate to Level 3 function. The remaining performance
standards would be evaluated against the specific reclamation objectives outlined in the decision that
approved the Plan of Operations or the submitted Notice to ensure prevention of UUD.

Rehabilitation of Fish Habitat
The BLM’s Surface Management Handbook (H-3809-1) states on page 5-14 that:

“The operator is required to rehabilitate or repair damage caused to fisheries or wildlife habitat. This
may require reconstruction of certain landforms or planting of specific vegetation types during
reclamation.

The requirement to rehabilitate fisheries and wildlife habitat does not always mean the exact same
habitat that was present pre-disturbance must be reestablished upon completion of mining activities. The
general intent is for this standard to be applied on a broad basis when large-scale landscape alteration is
involved; however certain types of mining such as placer mining should always include measures to
rehabilitate fisheries and wildlife habitat given its potential effect on instream and riparian habitats.

* Plans of Operation or Notices that were in place prior to the 43 CFR 3809 regulations promulgated in 2001 are
required to satisfy the reclamation requirements outlined in the 43 CFR 3809 regulations promulgated in 1981. The
1981 regulations required attainment of the standards listed in 3809.1-3(d) which are the same as the specific
performance standards listed in 2001 regulations at 3809.420.
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This standard allows for a change in fisheries or wildlife habitat type without requiring a restoration of
the original habitat provided that the overall effect on fisheries or wildlife is in accordance with BLM
policy (e.g. Aquatic Resource Management Policy 6720) and 43 CFR 3809.420. For example,
construction of a tailings impoundment that resulted in the development of riparian habitats could be
replaced with non-riparian habitats reclamation, but should be consistent with surrounding upland
vegetative communities. Conversely, fisheries habitats altered by placer mining operations should be
rehabilitated to provide a stable channel form with adequate vegetation to reduce erosion, dissipate
stream energy, and promote the recovery of instream habitats similar to levels which were present prior
to mining and consistent with BLM policy.”

Field Parameters and Measurement Methods

The following parameters and measurement methods are based on Harman et al. (2012) and peer
reviewed publications. Most of the parameters used to measure each Stream Functional Level have at
least two measurement methods. Some measurement methods to quantify the parameters are relatively
simple and fast to apply, and others require more intensive monitoring and analysis. Additional
parameters and methods can be used to assess Stream Functional Level beyond what is identified below
are listed in Appendix A and are described in detail within Harman et al. (2012).

Stream Functional Level 1 (Hydrology)
Hydrology functions transport water from the watershed to the channel. Hydrology is placed at the bottom
of the Pyramid because water contributed from the watershed strongly affects the higher-level functions.

In summary, without surface water flow, there would not be channel formation and the subsequent
aquatic ecosystem.

Parameter: Channel Forming Discharge

Channel-forming discharge theory suggests that a unique flow over an extended period of time would
yield the same channel morphology that is shaped by the natural sequence of flows. Inglis (1947) stated
that at this discharge, equilibrium is most closely approached and the tendency to change is least. This
condition may be regarded as the integrated effect of all varying conditions over a long period of time.
Channel-forming discharge theory is often described as dominant discharge, effective discharge and the
bankfull discharge (Knighton, 1998). Dominant discharge is simply a synonym for channel-forming
discharge theory. Effective discharge is the product of the flow duration curve and the sediment transport
rating curve; therefore, it is the discharge that moves the most sediment over time and is a key parameter
in determining channel size (Wolman and Miller, 1960). Bankfull discharge fills a stream channel to the
elevation of the active floodplain, thereby delineating the break between erosional (channel forming) and
depositional features in a floodplain (Dunne and Leopold, 1978; FISRWG, 1998). Since this discharge
leaves a geomorphic indicator, it has become the method used most often to describe channel-forming
discharge theory. It is also the design discharge for natural channel designs.

Measurements:

A. Regional Curves of Bankfull Channel Geometry
The identification of bankfull stage and its associated dimensions and discharge are often used in stream
assessment and restoration projects using natural channel design techniques. The identification of the
bankfull stage is one of the first measurements made during a geomorphic assessment because the Rosgen
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stream classification system and stability assessments (vertical and lateral) are all dependent on knowing
the bankfull stage. In addition, many of the Hydraulic and Geomorphic parameters, such as floodplain
connectivity, are dependent on being able to identify and verify the bankfull stage and its corresponding
dimensions (especially cross-sectional area). There are several documents that discuss how to field
identify and verify bankfull. Rosgen (2009), as part of the Watershed Assessment of River Stability and
Sediment Supply (WARSSS), provides a detailed description of field methods for identifying and
calibrating the bankfull stage. (WARSSS is available on the EPA website at www.epa.gov/warsss)
Harrelson et al. (1994) provides a more concise summary of field methods for identifying bankfull
(www.stream. fs.fed.us/publications/PDFs/RM245E.PDF).

All of these references rely on regional curves as the primary method for verifying the bankfull stage.
These curves are tools that can be used to verify the bankfull stage in projects prior to restoration, as a
design aid and as a tool for assessing performance. To effectively evaluate Natural Channel Design Plans,
it is important to develop Regional Curves to compare bankfull design values to those expected in the
region.

Stream Functional Level 2 (Hydraulic Function)
Hydraulic functions transport water in the channel, on the floodplain and through sediments. Hydraulic
function defines how water behaves once it reaches a channel and how it interacts with the bed, banks,

floodplain, hyporheic zone, etc. (Dingman 2008). It is important to note that this function works in
channels of all sizes, from valley bottom swales (ephemeral channels) to large rivers. It is also present in
all forms of geology and climate zones (Knighton 1998). The energy associated with moving water has
the ability to do work, such as transporting sediment, which is a geomorphology function (Leopold et al.
1992).

Parameter: Floodplain Connectivity

Harman et al. (2012) describes floodplain connectivity as how often streamflows access the adjacent
floodplain. Fischenich (2006) included floodplain connectivity as part of the hydrodynamic character
function, which was considered the most important of the 15 functions addressed. In high functioning
alluvial valleys, all flows greater than the bankfull discharge spread across a wide floodplain. Floodplain
connectivity is a driving force for many of the geomorphic and ecologic functions (Wohl, 2004; Shields et
al., 2010). It is also a parameter that can easily be assessed, modified as part of a design and evaluated
through monitoring, making it an excellent parameter for including a performance standard.

Measurements:

A. Bank Height Ratio
Bank Height Ratio (BHR) equals the depth from the top of the lowest bank to the lowest point in the
stream (thalweg) divided by the depth from the bankfull elevation to the thalweg. This value works well
in conjunction with entrenchment ratio to quantify floodplain connectivity.

Method: Measurements are generally obtained from either cross section survey using engineer’s level or
laser level and stadia rod measure elevation of upper most stream bank, deepest portion of stream, and
bankfull elevation. Measure these parameters at riffles through the stream segment of interest.
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Performance Standard: BHR of 1.0 means that all flows greater than bankfull are spreading onto the

floodplain of C and E type (Rosgen classification) or onto bankfull bench or floodprone area of B type
streams. A BHR of 2.0 means that it takes a stage 2x the bankfull stage to access the floodplain and the
stream is highly incised. In the incised configuration, the stream is not capable of dissipating flood energy
via the floodplain.

BHR Rating
1.0 — 1.2 Functioning

1.3 — 1.5 Functioning at Risk
> 1.5 Not Functioning

B. Entrenchment Ratio
(ER = Floodprone width / Bankfull width)

Method: Using common survey equipment and techniques at cross sections established within a riffle,
measure bankfull width and elevation and maximum channel depth. At an elevation of 2x maximum

bankfull depth, measure the width of the floodprone area (Figure 1).

Performance Standard: Entrenchment Ratio varies by Rosgen stream type

ER Rating
B-type: Functioning >1.4; Functioning at Risk 1.2 — 1.4; Not Functioning < 1.2

C and E-type: Functioning > 2.2; Funtioning at Risk 2.0 —2.2; Not Functioning < 2.0

Figure 2. MEASUREMENT OF ENTRENCHMENT RATIO*

Entrenchment Ratio (ER)
ER = Floodprone Width / Bankfull Width

Floodprone Width (FW) /_/_

Two Times the
Bankfull Width (BW) /

__________ Bankfull Depth

*used with permission from Harman et al. 2012
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Stream Functional Level 3 (Geomorphology)

The function of geomorphology, as defined here, is the transport of wood and sediment to create diverse
bed forms and dynamic equilibrium. The relative importance or even presence of certain Geomorphology
functions varies greatly with changes in geology and climate.

1. Parameter: Channel Evolution
Stream evolution is useful for determining trends in stability and to determine if the stream is moving
from the newly constructed condition to the reference condition.

Measurements:

A. Rosgen Stream Type Succession Scenarios
Rosgen (2009) identified nine different stream type succession scenarios. Since the publication of this
concept, Rosgen has added three additional scenarios for a total of 12 (Table 1).

Method: Based on Rosgen Level Il methods for stream type delineation (Rosgen 1996 p. 5-15). To briefly
summarize this method establishes a cross section within the narrowest segment of the selected reach,
where the channel can freely adjust its lateral boundaries under existing streamflow conditions. Using
common survey equipment and procedure measure the channel characteristics necessary to determine the
delineative criteria outlined Rosgen (1996 p. 5-2). The required information are: bankfull depths across
the cross section, bankfull width, floodprone width, water surface slope, sinuosity, dominant channel
material size. It will be necessary to establish a pre-disturbance reference condition as well as a post-
reclamation evaluation.

Performance Standard: Function would be based on achieving the B,C, or E type channel as predicted by
the succession scenario that most closely fits the existing channel type, the projected and measured post-
reclamation channel, and the predicted capability of the channel based on the reference reach.

Table 1. Rosgen Evolution Model by Stream Type (from Harman et al. 2012)

Measurement Method | Functioning Functioning At-risk Not Functioning
1. E-5C—>Gc—F—C—E E,C C—Gc and F—C Ge, F
2.C—»D—C C C—D and D—C D

3. C-»D—-Gec—F—-C C C—D and F—C D, Gc, F

4. C»G—-F—-Bc C, Bc C—G and F—Bc G,F

5. E-»Gc—F—C—E E,C E—Gc and F—C Gce, F

6. B—G—Fb—B B B—G and Fb—B G, Fb

7. Eb—>G—B Eb, B Eb—G and G—B G

8. C»G—-F—-D—C C C—G and D—C G,F,D

9. C»G—-F-C C C—G and F—C G,F

10. E-A—->G—»F—->C—E | E E—A and F—C A, G,F

11. C»F—C—F—C First and last C C—oF F

12. C>G—F—C—C—C | First and last C C—Gand CoC G, F, Fourth C
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2. Parameter: Bank Migration / Lateral Stability
Measurements:

A. Meander Width Ratio (MWR)
The measure used to determine confinement (lateral confinement). MWR = belt width / bankfull width.
Streams that are confined are associated with channel enlargement, lateral accretion, high bank erosion
rates, and sediment transport problems.

Method: Measure belt width as the farthest lateral extent of the stream in its valley measured from the
outside to outside of opposing stream bends. Divide this by bankfull width (measured from cross section).

Performance Standard: Values for evaluating MWR are presented in Harman et. al (2012) and Rosgen
(1996). These values should be adjusted based upon reference reach survey results.

Figure 3. PATTERN MEASUREMENTS AND RATIOS, INCLUDING THE MEANDER WIDTH*

L .
o

BELT WIDTH

RADIUS OF
CURVATURE (RC)

RIFFLE
ANGLE

| ««—————— MEANDER LENGTH (LM) ——>»

A

VALLEY LENGTH (VL) >

CHANNEL PATTERN CALCULATIONS

RADIUS OF CURVATURE / RIFFLE WIDTH (RC / WBKF)
MEANDERLENGTH / RIFFLE WIDTH (LM / WBKF)
MEANDERWIDTH RATIO (MWR = WBLT / WBKF)

SINUOSITY (K) = CHANNEL LENGTH (CL) / VALLEY LENGTH (VL)

*used with permission from Harman et al. 2012
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B. Bank Erosion Hazard Index (BEHI) in combination with Near Bank Stress (NBS)
These measures would allow for the comparison of predicted bank erosion rates of the post-reclamation
channel and a pre-disturbance reference reach.

Method: The methods to determine both Bank Erosion Hazard Index (BEHI) and Near Bank Stress (NBS)
are explained in detail in Rosgen (2009). The BEHI variables include measures of the stream bank height,
bankfull height, root depth and density, bank angle, surface protection, bank material, and stratification of
bank material. Based on the measurements of these variables the segment of bank is given a score (very
low, low, moderate, high, very high and extreme). One BEHI rating would be calculated for each length
of stream bank exhibiting common characteristics.

The NBS parameter uses one of seven possible methods to determine near bank stress.

Performance Standard: By plotting the ratings of both the BEHI and NBS ratings on the appropriate
curve the bank erosion rate can be estimated (see Rosgen 2009, Figure 5-34 & 35). Relationships between
BEHI and NBS are provided in Rosgen (2009) for streams found in sedimentary and /or metamorphic
geology (in Colorado) as well as for streams in glacial and/or volcanism areas (in Wyoming) (Rosgen
2009). Functional performance standards are provided in Harman et al. (2012).

C. Riparian Vegetation
Riparian zones are the vegetated region adjacent to streams and wetlands that are critical to providing
channel stability, cover/shade, wood recruitment to the channel, and a source of carbon (Sweeney, 1993;
Hession et al., 2000; Sweeney et al., 2004; Hoffman, 2006; Sweeney and Blaine, 2007). Therefore, the
restoration of riparian vegetation as part of a Level-3 assessment and design approach provides the
vegetative structure to support many of the Level 3, 4 and 5 functions.

Method: Several techniques exist for evaluating riparian zones. These techniques include measuring the
width, species composition, density, canopy cover, successional status, and age-class distribution. Since
the goal for riparian reclamation is to achieve sufficient vegetative cover to effectively reduce erosion and
dissipate stream energy, it is recommended that a Proper Functioning Condition Assessment be
completed (see BLM 1737-15 & 16). It is also suggested that plot data on greenline vegetation cover and
composition (both reference and reclamation reaches) be collected (see BLM 1737-23). The latter can be
used to develop meaningful post reclamation objectives.

D. Bed Form Diversity
The rehabilitation of fish habitat is linked to the recovery of instream habitat diversity.

Method: Several measurement methods exist to evaluate bed form diversity such as percent riffle, pool-
to-pool spacing, and depth variability. These measures are easily derived from a longitudinal profile of
the study reach. Performance standards are provided in Harman et al. (2012), but may require site specific
adjustment based on Alaska specific datasets and baseline data submitted by the operator.

12 Reissued from IM AK-2015-002



Stream Functional Level 4 (Physicochemical)
Physicochemical functions include temperature and oxygen regulation, and processing of organic matter
and nutrients.

1. Parameter: Water Quality
Measurements:

A. Basic Water Quality Parameters
e Dissolved Oxygen
e Temperature
e Turbidity
° pH
e Conductivity

Method: These parameters are easily measured in the field with the most important parameters being
temperature, pH, and turbidity. Functional values should be established based on reference conditions and
Alaska Statute.

Stream Functional Level 5 (Biology)

Biology is located at the top of the Pyramid because these functions are dependent on all the underlying
functions. These functions include the biodiversity and the life histories of aquatic and riparian
organisms. Biology functions can affect lower-level functions, e.g., beaver activities; however, as with
the other levels, the dominant cause-and-effect relationship is upward. A healthy aquatic ecosystem must
have sufficient water contributed from the watershed, the right levels of hydraulic forces, proper bed form
diversity and channel stability, suitable temperature and oxygen regimes, and so on.

1. Parameter: Macroinvertebrate Communities
Measurements:

A. Taxonomic Metrics and Biological Indices
It is generally accepted that benthic macroinvertebrates or aquatic insects are sentinels for environmental
impacts (see Hare 1992, Rosenberg and Resh 1993) since they:

are one of the most common and diverse groups of freshwater animals;

are sedentary and thus characteristic of local conditions;

exhibit a range of responses to environmental stress;

occupy the benthos and thus are closely linked with sediments (trace metal sink);

can accumulate metals and yet are tolerant of low-to-moderate metal concentrations; and
have metal concentrations that appear to coincide with those in the environment.

AR S e

A summary and description of commonly used comparative measures or metrics is available in Barbour et
al. (1999) and Karr and Chu (1998). Both of these publications suggest use of the following metrics for
assessing the health of aquatic macroinvertebrate assemblages: Total taxa richness, EPT taxa richness,
Ephemeroptera taxa richness, Plecoptera taxa richness, Trichoptera taxa richness, % EPT abundance, %
Ephemeroptera abundance, % Chironomidae abundance, Intolerant taxa richness, % tolerant organisms,
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Hilsenhoff Biotic Index, % contribution of the dominant taxon, clinger taxa richness, % clinger
abundance, % collector filterer abundance, and the % scraper abundance.

Method: Protocols from the BLM National Aquatic Monitoring Center should be followed for sample
collection. Samples should be collected from reference streams in addition to the project area prior to
mining and post reclamation.

2. Parameter: Fish Communities
Measurements:

A. Taxonomic Metrics

Fish are ubiquitous in Alaska and are an important component of the ecosystem and culture. Harman et al.
(2012) state that:

A healthy, functioning fish community occurs when the following conditions are present:

1. Continuous upstream streamflow sources, as removal of impoundments and excessive water
consumption for human activities will provide adequate streamflow throughout the year;

2. Floodplain connectivity and bankfull channel, dissipate energy of large storm events to prevent
excessive scouring of substrates used for reproduction (pools), and prevent sediment inundation
of substrate habitat;

3. Healthy hyporheic zones, which provide habitat for food resources;

4. Bed form diversity and in-stream structures, which create diverse habitats for feeding and
reproduction, dissipate stormflow energy; provides opportunities for organic carbon storage and
retention, provide substrates such as large woody debris, and provide scour pools for
reproduction, feeding and shelter;

5. Channel stability, which prevents sediment inundation of habitat and excessive turbidity that is
contributed from channel erosion;

6. Riparian community, which provides allochthonous carbon inputs for food resources, provides
shade for cooler temperatures and provides vegetative roots for available habitat; and

7. Adequate dissolved oxygen, which is required for fish survival and health.

Methods: Electrofishing techniques using block nets with three pass depletion should be used to sample
fish populations. A pre-mining survey should be conducted, as well as sampling in reference areas.
Species composition, abundance, richness, and Simpson’s Diversity Index (Simpson 1949) can used to
evaluate fish sampling data and functional status.
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Appendix A. Parameters and Measurements Methods (from Harman et al. 2012).

HYDROLOGY
PARAMETER MEASUREMENT METHOD
Channel-Forming Discharge 1. Regional Curves
Precipitation/Runoff Relationship 1. Rational Method

2. HEC-HMS

3. USGS Regional Regression Equations
Flood Frequency 1. Bulletin 17b
Flow Duration 1. Flow Duration Curve

2. Crest Gage

3. Monitoring Devices

4. Rapid Indicators
HYDRAULICS
PARAMETER MEASUREMENT METHOD
Floodplain Connectivity 1. Bank Height Ratio

2. Entrenchment Ratio

3. Stage Versus Discharge
Flow Dynamics 1. Stream Velocity

2. Shear Stress

3. Stream Power
Groundwater/Surface Water Exchange 1. Piezometers

2. Tracers

3. Seepage Meters
GEOMORPHOLOGY
PARAMETER MEASUREMENT METHOD
Sediment Transport Competency 1. Shear Stress Curve

2. Required Depth and Slope

3. Spreadsheets and Computer Models

Sediment Transport Capacity

. Computer Models
. FLOWSED and POWERSED

BAGS

Large Woody Debris Transport and
Storage

. Wohl LWD Assessment
. Large Woody Debris Index

Channel Evolution

. Simon Channel Evolution Model

Rosgen Stream Type Succession Scenarios

Bank Migration/Lateral Stability

. Meander Width Ratio

. BEHI/ NBS

. Bank Pins

. Bank Profiles

. Cross-Sectional Surveys

Bank Stability and Toe Erosion Model

Riparian Vegetation

—y

—
=

Buffer Width
Buffer Density
Buffer Composition
Buffer Age

Buffer Growth

. Canopy Density
. Proper Functioning Condition (PFC)

MNRCS Visual Assessment Protocol

. Rapid Bioassessment Protocol
. Watershed Assessment of River Stability

and Sediment Supply (WARSSS)

. USFWS Stream Assessment Ranking

Protocol (SAR)

Bed Form Diversity

. Percent Riffle and Pool
. Facet Slope

. Pool-to-Pool Spacing

. Depth Variability

Bed Material Characterization

[T S LI Y

. Size Class Pebble Count Analyzer
. Riffle Stability Index (RSI)
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Appendix A (cont). Parameters and Measurements Methods (from Harman et al.

2012).
PHYSICOCHEMICAL
PARAMETER MEASUREMENT METHOD
Water Quality 1. Temperature
2. Dissolved Oxygen
3. Conductivity
4. pH
5. Turbidity
Nutrients 1. Field test kits using reagents reactions
2. Laboratory analysis
Organic Carbon 1. Laboratory analysis

BIOLOGY
PARAMETER MEASUREMENT METHOD
Microbial Communities 1. Taxonomic Methods
2. Non-Taxonomic Methods
3. Biological Indices
Macrophyte Communities 1. Taxonomic Methods
2. Non-Taxonomic Methods
3. Biological Indices
Benthic Macroinvertebrate 1. Taxonomic Methods
Communities 2. Non-Taxonomic Methods
3. Biological Indices
Fish Communities 1. Taxonomic Methods
2. Non-Taxonomic Methods
3. Biological Indices
Landscape Connectivity 1. Spatial Analysis
2. Species Tracking
3. Habitat Models
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