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Deer Creek - upstream, through town and downstream
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Feeding Groups
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Seasonal Differences

Percent Hydropsychidae Fall
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What have we learned?
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The Future

Look at historical conditions of Deer Creek to help us determine reference.

Use macroinvertebrate data for the formation of our restoration plan to
pick most degraded areas.

Fish surveys and pebble counts on same sites as macroinvertebrates.

Do diagnhostic tests using macroinvertebrates on Deer Creek and tributaries
(i.e. Site 6). Baseline sampling reduced to oncel/year.

A study using macroinvertebrates identified to professional level and compare
metrics using family level.

Correlate macroinvertebrate data with the algae, bacteria, sediment and
vegetation studies.




Joanne Hild
Ishild@sbcglobal.net
(530)265-6090
www.friendsofdeercreek.org



mailto:jshild@sbcglobal.net

