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Approach & Indicaters

/’

Channel dynamics
Aquatic habitats
Floodplain connectivity

Remote __ physical _ B earrance
sensing template Edge habitats

Stream sediments
Forest regeneration
Knotweed Invasion

= T

Field
surveys



“Remote Sensing \

e Bathymetry (3.1 miles + 69 x-S€
e Floodplain connectivity
e Historical analysis ~_ i




Channel change:

Planform
Slope

Bedform
Cross-sectional form

Aquatic and
floodplain habitats
will increase In
number and
become more
diverse/complex.

Channel
meandering will
Increase and be
similar to Larsen
model predictions.
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LIDAR (Ground and Treetops)




Aquatic and
floodplain
habitats will
increase in
number and
become more
diverse/complex.

All channels

Bar and bank edges
Backwaters

Pools and ponds
Scour holes

Spring brooks
Riffles
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Cottonwood
stands will
erode at higher
rates increasing
wood delivery.
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2009 Natural jams







The floodplain will be more frequently and broadly inundated.




Field Surveys

e Sediments & Wood
e Slow-water habitats
e Juvenile fish

e Redds

e Tree regeneration

e Knotweed extent
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Slow water rearing
habitat will
increase and
vary with flow
stage

Juvenile salmonids
will use rearing
habitat created
by restoration
actions and use
will vary with
flow stage and
habitat type

Redd density will
increase in the
vicinity of the
project sites
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Tolt Confluence

Raging Confluence
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Trees will
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e 2009 baseline surveys completed
e 2010/11 funding secured

e Analysis ongoing

e Partnership opportunities

e Transferable approach?
- Comparison with SRFB survey, WFC



Projects

Effectiveness

Meet objectives
Reduce uncertainty
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