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MUD CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS

FOR REACH A

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.5
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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MUD CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.1
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification

26-5

SVAP Score (0-10)
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MUD CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.4
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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MUD CREEK TRIBUTARY

REAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 5.4
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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MUD CREEK TRIBUTARY

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 4.3
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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TONAWANDA CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 5.5
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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TONAWANDA CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.8
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification

26-5

SVAP Score (0-10)
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Water Appearance
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NE Notes @Algal Growth 4 Both A Dense Aquatic Plant Beds
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STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.3
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification

SVAP Score (0-10) 26-5
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TONAWANDA CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS
FOR REACH I

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.5
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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