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Objectives

The objective of this study is to collect water quality parameters at two acid mine discharge sites to
determine if commercial production of fish is feasible. Stocking and monitoring the growth and
survival of fish during the water quality monitoring aided in determining which parameters influenced
fish growth or survival. Training of two graduate students occurred during the course of the project.

Introduction

The two sites chosen for the research project were ponds that were previously used for bioassays with
encouraging results. Water quality data collected in the initial bioassays was not sufficient to
determine if the quality was consistently acceptable. This grant gave us the resources to purchase fish,
cages, and electronic monitors (sondes) that were programmed to collect data every hour for the length
of the study.

Methods

The North Branch acid mine drainage (AMD) site discharges nearly 4,000 gpm of mine water six to
seven days per week. Prior to the beginning of this project, there were some mechanical problems that
allowed excess liming to occur which resulted in mortality of trout. Management of the plant
corrected the problem by adding an additional pH probe after the lime is mixed into the water, and
connecting it to the system so the pumps will be shut down when the pH exceeded a predetermined
level. When this new system became operational pH levels were stabilized.

As funding became available, sondes and fish cages with demand feeders were ordered and installed.
On June 28™ 100 Rainbow trout were stocked in two 4’x 4°x 4’ closed cages at the North Branch site,
placing 50 fish in each cage. One cage received trout feed containing 42% protein and 16% fat. The
other cage received a high-energy feed, 44% protein and 24% fat, to determine assimilation rates as a
tool for waste management.

Prior to stocking the fish, the water quality monitor (sonde) was suspended between the two floating
cages to record temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, and conductivity on an hourly basis. The cages
were connected to a floating dock located near the entrance to the third and final polishing pond
receiving treated water from the AMD plant. Each cage had its own demand feeder suspended above
it. The cages and feeders were checked weekly and observations were recorded. Larry Campbell, the
Tucker Co. extension agent, provided assistance in the data collection at the North Branch site.



The second site chosen in this study was the old acid mine discharge plant for the Tygart River Mine
called Guyses Run, located in Marion County, WV. Pond water was circulated through a concrete
basin previously used as a settling basin. Knotless nylon cages, 8’x 8’x 4’,with floating PVC rings
were placed in the concrete basins. Three warm water species were chosen for their marketability to
the consumer in this area. Channel catfish, largemouth bass, and a hybrid bluegill were stocked in
separate cages. Each cage had its own demand feeder suspended above the cage. Weekly visits were
made throughout the year. Growth rates were measured every three months and final survival had to
be estimated in two cages due to escapement.

Results

The electronic sondes had a software problem that was rectified during the study. With routine
maintenance they continue to be useful for unattended data collection in remote locations. Every one
to two months a recalibration is needed to keep the measurements accurate. This maintenance was
done without any complications.

North Branch

After four weeks, survival was 38% from both cages. No mechanical problems occurred so poor
survival was not expected. Data collected from the sonde during that time was compromised due to a
malfunctioning temperature probe. Temperature is a factor in the oxygen and pH recordings so all
three parameters were compromised. Once the sonde was repaired, data showed the probable reason
for poor survivals. The pH was fairly constant but it was considerably higher (8.8) than it was during
the initial bioassay (8.0) the previous year. Results from the data collection can be seen in Table 1.

From July 2001 until February 2002 parameters were collected. Temperature data varied between 2
degrees and 20 degrees Celsius, within the tolerance range of trout. During a six week period
beginning in August, all data collection was compromised by a software problem. This can be seen on
Table 1. The pH levels were consistently in the middle to upper 8’s, which is the lethal range for trout.
There is an increase in potentially toxic aluminum ion complexes at this pH. The pH levels need to
decrease to the lower 8’s if the trout are to survive in the polishing pond. Levels of dissolved oxygen
remained within acceptable ranges throughout the study.

The cages were stocked a second time in July. Trout were carefully acclimated by mixing the pond
water with the transport tank water before stocking. The results showed continued mortalities. The
pH has remained relatively consistent during this research study. The modification to the treatment
process appears to have had a stabilizing effect on the discharge water, but the pH was too high to
support growth and survival of rainbow trout. Since the initial bioassay in 2000, management
increased the target pH to 8.8. This was done to reduce manganese discharge levels to comply with
NPDES specifications. This change brought the pH higher than the recommended range of 6.0 to 8.5
for trout. This was the only measured parameter that indicated a problem for the trout.

Due to the short period of time that the different feeds were being compared there was insufficient data
to determine the feed conversion ratio (FCR) for the trout. Growth occurred in both cages, increasing
from 98 grams to 108 grams. The average increase in weight was the same for both the high energy
feed as well as the regular trout feed.



Because the North Branch site has potential as a quality aquaculture site, we are asking the WV Dept.
of Environmental Protection to seek an exemption from the 1.0 ppm manganese discharge limits for
the duration of our research. We have asked WVDEP for a temporary variance at this site (Appendix
A). A meeting, to address this request, has been scheduled in Charleston, the first week in March
2002.

The baseline data collection for macroinvertebrate diversity above and below the discharge site was
conducted in the spring and the fall of 2001. Results from this rapid bioassay are presented in
Appendix B. The results indicate the biodiversity of macroinvertebrates at North Branch is poor both
above and below the discharge point of the AMD plant. The main reason for this is the iron
precipitation evident in Little Buffalo Creek. Both sites are dominated by riffle areas and considered
high gradient streams. The flow was estimated to be between 2000 and 8000 gallons per minute at
Little Buffalo Creek. The area has evidence of regular flooding. No semivoltine species, those that
require more than one year to emerge, were identified in the samples taken.

Guyses Run

Catfish and largemouth bass were stocked into cages on June 20™ 2001. Hybrid bluegill were stocked
two months later due to their smaller size, and the likelihood that they would have been able to swim
through the mesh of the cage. The average weight of the fish at the time of stocking, were 24 grams
for the catfish, and 12 grams for the bass. Due to the small size of the bluegill the stocking was
delayed until August (Table 3). Temperatures ranged from 4 to 29 degrees Celsius. During the
summer it reached the upper 20’s, which improved the growth of the warm water fish in the cages.
Dissolved oxygen concentrations remained acceptable throughout the seasons.

On September 18™ 2001 the fish were sampled for growth. The average weight of catfish increased
from 24 grams in June to 182 grams in 13 weeks. The average weight of bass increased from 12
grams to 103 grams over the same interval. The hybrid bluegill were measured for the first time
averaging 23 grams.

TABLE 3 Growth and Survival at Guyses Run
Date Channel Catfish Largemouth Bass Hybrid Bluegill
June 2001 24 grams 12 grams NA
Sept. 2001 182 grams 103 grams 23 grams
Dec. 2001 227 grams NA (escaped) 21 grams
Feb. 2002 249 grams NA (escaped) 25 grams
Final % Survival 90% (estimated) 90% (estimated) 42%




The fish were sampled again on December 20" . The average weight of catfish increased to 227
grams. All of the bass escaped from the cage due to holes in the cage. The final measurements
occurred on February 20", 2002. During this sampling it was discovered that the catfish cage had a
large hole extending below the waterline, allowing the fish to swim out easily. A raccoon or muskrat
is the suspected culprit. Estimated mortality in the above table was based on twice the number of
noted mortality. When temperatures rise in the spring, the basin will be pumped dry in order to
remove the bass and catfish from the basin.

The minor loss of weight in the bluegill is due to the lack of feeding during the colder temperatures.
This is common during the winter season. The poor survival is probably due to the stocking of such
young fish, that had not yet learned how to use a demand feeder, so late in the warm season. They ate
when fed by hand, but did not learn how to activate the feeder before the cold temperatures arrived.
This may have left them in poor condition going into the winter months. The bluegill cage did not
appear to gain the attention of the nocturnal predator that ate its way into the catfish and bass cages.

The metrics applied to the macroinvertebrate sampling at Guyses Run showed 35 percent of the
animals collected (Ephemeroptera, Plecoptera, and Trichoptera) to be associated with higher quality
water (see Appendix 2: tables 1-8). Leaf litter from the deciduous trees, located along the stream,
provides an annual food source for the invertebrates. The stream was also dominated by riffles with a
flow volume estimated to be less than 100 gpm. Land use is predominately rural agriculture and
single-family homes.

Conclusion

The hourly collection of water quality data at the two mine sites has allowed us to determine the
parameter limitations for the aquaculture potential at each site. The consistently high pH (8.8) of the
water at the North Branch site explains why trout did not survive the trials. Reasons for the high pH
deal with regulatory issues and they are being addressed. Until the manganese discharge limits are
changed, and a lower operating pH is possible, we have decided to temporarily suspend trout research
at the North Branch site.

The Rapid Bioassay Protocols conducted in the spring and fall at each site showed very little
difference between seasons, and minor differences above and below the discharge point at each site,
indicating the impact of the discharge is not seen in a change of biodiversity. The pond discharge
from Guyses Run occurs only from runoff entering the pond after heavy rains or snow melts. So there
is little reason to find an impact below the discharge point. The major difference between the two
sites, besides flow rates of the stream, is that nearly half of the flow in Little Buffalo Creek below the
discharge point, results from the treated mine water entering the stream. Flow rates were about 100
times greater at North Branch (Little Buffalo Creek) than at Guyses Run. The biodiversity was much
greater at Guyses Run due to the negative impact of iron precipitation in Little Buffalo Creek. The
mining activities in the Little Buffalo Creek watershed appear to have impacted the diversity in the
stream.



The success of the cage stocking of three warm water species at the Guyses Run site is evident in the
survival and growth of the fish. Minor problems with nocturnal predators are a result of keeping the
fish in cages. If commercial production occurs at this site, the predator problem could be controlled
with minor changes in management. The next step at this site is to design a plan for outdoor recreation
activities that include the water resources. Efforts in this direction are being planned with the
Department of Landscape Architecture at West Virginia University.



Old AMD plan for Tygart River Mine:
Stocked with 3 warm water species
Infrastructure: elec./road/fenced/3 ponds/ 2x100,000 gal. basins






APPENDIX A

Daniel Miller
WVU Ag. Sci. Bldg. Rm 2026
Morgantown, WV 26506

September 26, 2001

Mr. Ken Politan
WYV Department of Environmental Protection

Dear Mr. Politan,

One of the research aspects of my job is to identify potential aquaculture sites in the state for
commercial development. Least year one of the the sites that provided us with encouraging results
was the North Branch AMD plant in Grant Co. (NPDES # WV0005606) We stocked the final
polishing pond with rainbow trout in a small cage to determine if they would survive. Although
there were some mortalities the cause of the problems were related to the operations at the liming
plant and were corrected by installing an additional pH probe after the liming area and connecting
it to the pumps so that an automatic shut down occurs if the pH exceeds a predetermined level.

The modifications were installed by Consol to maintain better control of the liming and pH levels.
Earlier this year Consol allowed us to continue with this research by restocking trout and placing a
water quality probe that measures pH, temperature, dissolved oxygen, and conductivity on an
hourly basis to give us a better understanding of the daily fluctuations of these important
parameters in the polishing pond. To our surprise the experiment showed us that the pH levels
were raised to a level (8.7-8.9) that was beyond the tolerance level of the trout. For this reason we
have temporarily suspended trout experiments at this site.

In discussing this problem with the management of the plant we learned that the plant was
occasionally violating the manganese discharge limits of 1.0 ppm. In order to remain in
compliance with the permit the pH levels were raised to above 8.5.

We believe the North Branch site has good potential to become a quality fee fishing site that would
bring tourists to the area for a quality fishing experience. The pond design allows excellent access
with wide banks and the continual water flow keeps the temperatures cool throughout the year.

We would like to continue to conduct research with rainbow trout at this site in order to
demonstrate the feasibility of utilizing this site as a quality outdoor recreational activity for
tourists, which would help to improve the economical development of the community.

I am asking you if it is possible to change the manganese discharge limits for the permit at the
North Branch AMD site from 1.0 ppm to the national standard of 2.0 ppm average and 4.0 ppm
maximum. [ believe this modification to the permit would allow the management of the plant to
reduce the pH of the outgoing water enough to allow trout to thrive in the pond. Our research is



needed to quantify the risks at each site and if the data is positive, allow a small business to operate
an aquaculture venture for the benefit of all involved.

Could you look into this possibility and let me know if there is anything else I can do to allow for a
modification of the manganese discharge limits at the North Branch AMD site?

Sincerely,

Daniel Miller
WVU Sr. Project Coordinator-Aquaculture
Phone: 293-4832 ext.4465
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TABLE 2 Guyses Run Data
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APPENDIX B

SPRING AND FALL AQUATIC BIOASSESSMENT
OF GUYSES RUN AND LITTLE BUFFALO CREEK

Objective:

The objective of this assessment is to determine the relative diversity of aquatic macroinvertebrates
through spring and fall collections (rapid bioassay protocols) both above and below the confluence
of the old AMD pond discharge site at Guyses Run in Marion Co. and above and below the AMD
pond discharge at the Little Buffalo Creek in Grant Co., West Virginia.

Introduction:

This rapid bioassay protocol was conducted in the spring and the fall of 2001 to begin to determine
the overall biological health of Guyses Run and Little Buffalo Creek. A single bioassay of an area
has limited value without previous baseline data. This study is being done to collect the baseline
data for comparison with future collections. Guyses Run does not receive regular flows from the
pond. Little Buffalo Creek receives a nearly constant flow of at least 2000 gpm from the polishing
pond.

Methods:

The procedures used for the rapid bioassay were adapted from the Mid Atlantic Coastal Streams
Workshop recommendations designed for use in variable habitat streams. A standard D shaped dip
net was used to collect samples from five places that represented the habitats found along Guyses
Run and Little Buffalo Creek, WV. At each site an area of approximately 0.3 meters by 0.5 meters
was disturbed and washed into the net. Sampling sites were successively upstream from the
previous site and within a 100 foot stretch of stream. Five kicks above the pond discharge area
were combined in a jar with 70% ethyl alcohol for preservation. The microhabitats seen in the
stretch of stream sampled were represented in the specific location chosen for the five kick sites.
There was evidence of flooding and the riparian zone consisted of mature trees providing shade
along most of one side of the stream. The same procedure was done just below the discharge point.
Lab identification was completed using a compound microscope and additional lighting.

The estimated latitude and longitude were determined using the West Virginia Atlas and Gazetteer.
Taxonomic identification was done to the family level using the Third Edition of An Introduction
to the Aquatic Insects of North America by R.W. Merritt and K.W. Cummins. The
macroinvertebrate collection was properly labeled and sent to the WVU Entomology Department
for storage in the basement of the Agricultural Sciences Building. For each collection there are
two tables showing the results from the bioassay. One table lists the families identified and the
number of macroinvertebrates from each family including the functional feeding group. The other
table is a metric analysis that calculates relative number of individuals from tolerant (Diptera) and
intolerant families (EPT), their percentages, and any semivoltine representatives.

Results:
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Guyses Run, Marion Co. WV (latitude: 39°27° 00, longitude: 80° 07° 00”)

Samples taken above and below the confluence of the pond discharge with the stream.

During both sampling periods, based on visual observations, the stream was running well below
high flows. The flow was estimated to be about 20-60 gallons per minute during each sample with
a temperature of 17°C in the May sample as well as the October sample. Due to the dominance of
riffle areas Guyses Run is considered a high gradient stream. The altitude is approximately 1000
feet above sea level.

The stream width averages one meter and is dominated by rocky and woody debris. Grasses are
found on either side and looking upstream, on the left side, there are mature deciduous trees
(maples, walnuts, oaks) providing shade during part of the day. The leaf litter provided by these
trees becomes a main food source for the system each year. No iron or aluminum precipitates were
evident in the stream. The percentage of EPT’s compared to the total number of animals above the
pond discharge averaged only 30%, while below the discharge it averaged 39%, which indicates
reasonable quality.

Little Buffalo Creek, Grant Co. WV  (latitude: 39° 15” 30”, longitude: 79° 21° 00”)

Samples were taken above and below the confluence of the pond discharge with the stream. Based
on visual observations the flow during sampling was low, however the volume was estimated to be
about 8,000 gallons per minute below the discharge area. Approximately half of the flow
originates from the pond discharge. Iron deposits in the stream were also evident above the
discharge area. The riparian zone consists of vegetation on both sides of the creek with exposed
clay on steep embankments along parts where a county road winds near the creek. Maple, pine
and cherry trees up to 18 inches in diameter provide food and shade for the invertebrates in the
water. Occasional woody debris can be seen, yet the majority of the habitat is riffles interrupted by
pools of water. Stream width varies from 3-7 meters.

Altitude is 2600 feet above sea level. May temperature reading was 13.1°C upstream from the
discharge and 12.9°C downstream. The October sampling recorded water temperatures of 6.4°C
both above and below the confluence. There was no water flow from the pond during the
sampling on the 18" of October. A heavy coating of iron on all rocks below the confluence and
minor iron deposits above the confluence was visible. Flow was estimated to be 2500 gpm. Fresh
leaf litter was falling into the stream. The EPT metric indicator for above and below the pond
discharge point may be misleading due to the lack of quantity found during the collection. The
%EPT metric was 93% for the sample above the pond and 75% for the sample below the pond.
No semivoltine species were found in the stream.
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GUYSES RUN BIOASSAY

TABLE 1
Above Pond Discharge

Latitude 39°27' 00" Altitude: 1000’ asl May 18, 2001

Longititude 80° 07' 00" Temp: 17.1°C

Flow: +/-40gpm

MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION
Order Family Trophic Level Number

Ephemeroptera [Siphlonuridae Gatherer/Collector 1
Ephemerellidae |Gatherer/Collector 1
Heptageniadae |Gatherer/Collector 43

Plecoptera Leuctridae Shredder 2
Nemouridae Shredder 7
Perlidae Predator 12
Perlodidae Predator 17

Trichoptera Hydroptilidae Collector 2

Coleoptera Carabidae Predator 10
Dytiscidae Predator 5
Psephinidae Gatherer 12
Elmidae Gatherer/Collector 62

Diptera Chironomidae Gatherer/Collector 2
Culicidae Gatherer/Collector 2
Tipulidae Shredder 8

Odonata Calopterygidae |Gatherer 1

Hemiptera Corixidae Predator 3

Isopoda Asellidae Omnivore 11

Amphipoda Gammaridae Gatherer 2

Decapoda Cambaridae Shredder 2

Total 205

TABLE 2 METRICS

Total # Families 20

# EPT 85

# Ephemeroptera taxa 3

# Plecoptera taxa 4

# Trichoptera taxa 1

# Diptera taxa 3

% EPT 41%

% Ephemeroptera 22%

% Chironomidae 1%

% Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera 0%

% Trichoptera 1%

% Semivoltine 0%
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TABLE 3
Latitude 39°27' 00"
Longititude 80° 07' 00'

Flow: +/-40gpm

GUYSES RUN BIOASSAY

Below Pond Discharge
Altitude: 1000’ asl
Temp: 17.2°C

MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION

May 18, 2001

Order Family Trophic Level Number

Ephemeroptera |[Ephemiridae Gatherer/Collector 3
Siphlonuridae  |Gatherer/Collector 1
Heptagenidae |Gatherer/Collector 42

Plecoptera Perlidae Predator 5
Perlodidae Predator 3
Nemouridae Shredder 1
Leuctridae Shredder 1
Chloroperlidae |Predator 11

Coleoptera Carabidae Predator 1
Psephenidae  |Gatherer 1

Hemiptera Corixidae Predator 2

Coleoptera Psephenidae  |Gatherer 1
Elmidae Gatherer/Collector 23

Diptera Tipulidae Shredder 2
Chironomidae |Gatherer/Collector 2
Culicidae Gatherer/Collector 2

Odonata Aeshnidae Predator 2
Petaluridae Predator 1

Amphipoda Gammaridae Gatherer 2

Total 106

TABLE 4 METRICS

Total # Families 19

# EPT 67

# Ephemeroptera taxa 3

# Plecoptera taxa 5

# Trichoptera taxa 0

# Diptera taxa 3

% EPT 63%

% Ephemeroptera 43%

% Chironomidae 2%

% Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera 0%

% Trichoptera 0%

% Semivoltine 0%




GUYSES RUN BIOASSAY

TABLE 5
Above Pond Discharge
Latitude 39°27' 00" Altitude: 1000’ asl Oct. 5, 2001
Longititude 80° 07' 00' Temp: 14.5°C
Flow: +/-40gpm
MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION
Order Family Trophic Level Number
Ephemeroptera Heptageniadae Scraper 1
Caenidae Gatherer/Collector 1
Baetidae Gatherer/Collector 9
Trichoptera Hydropsychidae Filterer/Collector 15
Isopoda Aesllidae Gatherer/Collector 3
Diptera Tipulidae Shredder 11
Stratiamyidae Gatherer/Collector 2
Chironomidae Gatherer/Collector 9
Hemiptera Corixidae Predator 12
Amphipoda Gammaridae Gatherer/Collector 70
Coleoptera Elmidae Gatherer/Collector 5
Psephinidae Gatherer/Collector 1
Collembola Isotomidae Gatherer/Collector 1
Odonata Corduligastridae Predator 1
Calopterigidae Predator 21
Total 162
TABLE 6 METRICS
Total # Families 15
# EPT 26
# Ephemeroptera taxa 3
# Plecoptera taxa 0
# Trichoptera taxa 1
# Diptera taxa 3
% EPT 16%
% Ephemeroptera 7%
% Chironomidae 6%
%
Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera 100%
% Trichoptera 9%
% Semivoltine 0%
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GUYSES RUN BIOASSAY

TABLE 7
Below Pond Discharge

Latitude 39°27' 00" Altitude: 1000’ asl Oct 5, 2001

Longititude 80° 07' 00' Temp: 15.9°C

Flow: +/-40gpm

MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION
Order Family Trophic Level Number

Ephemeroptera |Heptageniadae Scraper 20
Caenidae Gatherer/Collector 3
Baetidae Gatherer/Collector 12

Trichoptera Hydropsychidae  [Filterer/Collector 40

Coleoptera Elmidae Gatherer/Collector 24
Psephinidae Gatherer 1
Carabidae Predator 1

Hemiptera Corixidae Predator 1

Diptera Simulidae Filterer/Collector 12
Tipulidae Shredder 9
Chronomidae Gatherer/Collector 42

Isopoda Asellidae Gatherer/Collector 70

Odonata Gomphidae Predator 1
Calopterigidae Predator 14

Amphipoda Gammaridae Gatherer/Collector 9

Total 259

TABLE 8 METRICS

Total # Families 15

# EPT 75

# Ephemeroptera taxa 3

# Plecoptera taxa 0

# Trichoptera taxa 1

# Diptera taxa 3

% EPT 29%

% Ephemeroptera 14%

% Chironomidae 16%

% Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera 100%

% Trichoptera 15%

% Semivoltine 0%
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LITTLE BUFFALO CREEK BIOASSAY

TABLE 9
Latitude 39°15' 30"
Longititude ~ 79°21' 00'

Flow: 3000gpm

Above Pond Drainage

Altitude: 3000' asl
Temp: 13.1°C

MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION

May 18, 2001

Order Family Trophic Level Number
EphemeropteralEphemerillidae  |Gatherer / Collector 1
Plecoptera Perlodidae Predator 4
Chloroperlidae Predator 2
Peltoperlidae Shredder 3

Trichoptera Polycentropodidae|Filterer / Collector 1
Hydropsychidae [Filterer / Collector 1

Total 12

TABLE 10 METRICS

Total # Families ‘ 6

# EPT 12

# Ephemeroptera taxa 1

# Plecoptera taxa 3

# Trichoptera taxa 2

# Diptera taxa 0

% EPT 100%

% Ephemeroptera 8%

% Chironomidae 0%

% Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera 50%

% Trichoptera 17%

% Semivoltine 0%
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LITTLE BUFFALO CREEK BIOASSAY

TABLE 11

Latitude 39°15' 30"
Longititude 79° 21' 00"
Flow: 8000gpm

Below Pond Drainage

Altitude: 3000' asl May 18, 2001
Temp: 12.9°C

MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION

Order Family

Trophic Level Number

Plecoptera Perlodidae

Predator

Trichoptera Hydropsychidae Filterer / Collector

Phryganeidae

Filterer / Collector

Hemiptera Gerridae

2SN A

Predator

TABLE 12

Total 5

METRICS

Total # Families

# EPT

# Ephemeroptera taxa

# Plecoptera taxa

# Trichoptera taxa

# Diptera taxa

ON[~ O~ [~

% EPT

80%

% Ephemeroptera

0%

% Chironomidae

0%

% Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera

33%

% Trichoptera

60%

% Semivoltine

0%
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LITTLE BUFFALO CREEK BIOASSAY

TABLE 13
Above Pond Drainage
Latitude 39°15' 30" Altitude: 3000' asl Oct. 18, 2001
Longititude 79° 21' 00" Temp: 6.4°C
Flow: 2500gpm
MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION
Order Family Trophic Level Number
Plecoptera Capniiadae Predator 1
Trichoptera Hydropsychidae Filterer / Collector 1
Diptera Chronomidae  Gatherer / Collector 1
Total 3
TABLE 14 METRICS
Total # Families 3
# EPT 2
# Ephemeroptera taxa 0
# Plecoptera taxa 1
# Trichoptera taxa 1
# Diptera taxa 1
% EPT 67%
% Ephemeroptera 0%
% Chironomidae 33%
% Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera 100%
% Trichoptera 33%
% Semivoltine 0%
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LITTLE BUFFALO CREEK BIOASSAY

TABLE 15
Below Pond Drainage
Latitude 39°15' 30" Altitude: 3000' asl Oct. 18, 2001
Longititude 79° 21' 00" Temp: 6.4°C
Flow: 2500gpm
MACROINVERTEBRATE IDENTIFICATION
Order Family Trophic Level Number
Plecoptera Capniiadae Predator 2
Trichoptera Polycentropodidae Filterer / Collector 1
Total 3
TABLE 16 METRICS
Total # Families 2
# EPT 2
# Ephemeroptera taxa 0
# Plecoptera taxa 1
# Trichoptera taxa 1
# Diptera taxa 0
% EPT 100%

% Ephemeroptera

0%

% Chironomidae

0%

% Hydropsychidae/Trichoptera

0%

% Trichoptera

0%

% Semivoltine

0%
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