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CAYUGA CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS FOR REACH A & B

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.6
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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MIDDLE CAYUGA CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) FOR REACH C AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING 6'9
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CAYUGA CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS FOR REACH D‘ ‘ AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6'8
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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CAYUGA CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS FOR REACH E & F ‘ ‘ AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING : 7 . 5
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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SLATE BOTTOM CREEK AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.3
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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NORTH BRANCH PLUM BOTTOM CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS FOR REACH H‘ ‘ AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.8
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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Water Appearance

Score M Excellent | Good @ Mediocre
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STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS FOR REACH I &J

1| LITTLE BUFFALO CREEK

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 7.3
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
SVAP Score (0-10) 0-25 5.1-7.5
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RIGHT BRANCH CAYUGA CREEK
AND FRENCH BROOK
SVAP SAMPLING RESULTS FOR REACH K AND L

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING:
REACH K: 7.2, REACH L: 6.9
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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FENTON CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT (SVAP) RESULTS FOR REACH M & N

‘ ‘ AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.8
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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