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The Situation

e Large river restoration is accelerating
- (Acquisitions)
- Channel migration
- Floodplain connectivity
- Wood placement & recruitment
- Revegetation

e QOutcomes are uncertain, potentially risky
- High cost of ‘failure’
- High cost to achieve success ($$)
- High potential benefit!

e Effectiveness monitoring warranted



A Case
Study

Reasons to
integrate
monitoring:

eRelevant scale
Off-site effects
e|nteractions
eEfficiency

Project Effectiveness
Monitoring
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Why monitor?

Projects

Effectiveness

Are projects are meeting objectives?
Reduce uncertainty in future projects!
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“We only
progress
through a
series of
regulated

eIrors.

Every movens
a partial
failure to 19g

corrected oy
the next GHES

J)

D. Brooks, “The Humble Hound” NYT April 9, 2010



hnical Challenges

Case Studies

Feature X
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Wpotheses

e Rearing habitat & fish

' rl)Eete

- More, larger, diverse, and used
e Floodplain

- Available more often
e Channel

- Dynamic, habitat-forming, complex
e \Wood

- More delivery, more trapped, more effective
e Sediment

- Patchier, better quality
e Riparian

- More natural regeneration, faster turnover



DESION & SCOPE

Treatment Reach Control Reach
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Why monitor processes?

Process rate

“What drives our planet are processes, and the
\ products are incidental and temporary’- Stettler



Structu ral Change

ood loading

Sawning gravels
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