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# of Trichoptera taxa

# of Chironomidae taxa

20

L]
18
16 A ®
] [ L) s RO
14 [ ® A on
&
. A * @ *
12 + ) [ ] 8 DAO®A @O
+*
. ] ¢ & SO0 08 £O8 gSﬁlaoo
A **
10 L HOOMSL G- 00 EROE
[ ) [ ] [ FiYel 9““AA ONC Eo
8t ] ¢e LN Ag@l&‘ﬂn ® EO o
e oi’xn OENenNE E ON¢ CON HE
6t ® og,l‘&nl ] oES cem oOm
¢ SHOOCOONO HSOO ONG [ ]
et
4-¢=I6 ol 0O & ]
*0CHA
2= A o
0
0 10 20 30 40 50
Site
35
[
.
30+t *
.
.
& . A
. * A
25t &
A *
. 0 A . 4
* A # *
. @ * ] A
20t & .o u} .00
®A 3 -5A =
) .l goﬂ ]
. AE O @ Cc omo
15 A IDI‘ ] ] &
A ¢ mOo sm &
L] o A e® .0-000 i OAI o
AA ae o IDOO [ RS
o ee ® [} ] o o
10 + e 333‘ .l " O o <
. S e o ¢ | & 0 | )
o ee* 0 O wmo oo
<o *o o] X ¢] [ [}
o m efimne C EmO © e 00 © 00 <&
5t +$5 | | ]
¢ Om¢ Y | & U
EAOI u] [} <&
oL SO A
[} <& <o
0tfe
-5
0 10 20 30 40 50
Site

+ B &> <& 0COC

+ 0 &> <00

CT
NEWS

WSA
ME
NH
Avg



% Chironomidae individuals

% Most Dominant Individuals

100

90 |

80

70

60 |

50 |

40|

30

20

10

100

90 |
8o |
70 |
60 |
50 |
40|
30 |
20|

108

[ )
o
o
[ ]
o*
[ ]
A
o i a oy oy 2o
co
= .
o n
O 8g 8 +*0%
A Q - .
* %
o B A A ED
. i
= e 0§ 2 M) o
| re |
o e e :' g“a ¢
B g 4%2 B o,e%n <
| Fal™s] | + <
¥ L I TS R
A ,”.- o +% o
o
5 o.’?"a: “ : OH ¢ m '
o . "
Ly Ag ,Q!l i § Ow 2 g °
¢ 0 8 3000 <&
goi '590 o
88, o A
10 20 30 40 50
Site
A
©
o
n
B e
a o $
& &
o <><> <& o‘s %
.
i <& & u !
A T, @ o®0 se08°
on® goo "Eo Ewm
& . oo CIL P 2 1500 TFY S
¥ mo ¢ P u e °°DO
A * & 298 g " Ag
mgg o 030” a IAA &
<
"agn.ggio. e o ° 09 g. A
lzbéagﬁzgﬁooﬁc’ﬂ afle & F
]
At s H ok @ g
& o
10 20 30 40 50

Site

+ B &> < 0C

« 0 &P & OO0

E-10



Shannon Wiener Diversity Index

% Filterer Individuals
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% Non-Insect Individuals

% Oligochaeta Individuals
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APPENDIX F

BCG - Participant Tier Assignments



Decimal rules were used when making BCG tier assignment. The rules were as follows:

15 middle 1

18 poor 1
2.2 good 2
25 middle 2
2.8 poor 2
3.2 good 3
35 middle 3
3.8 poor 3
4.2 good 4
4.5 middle 4
4.8 poor 4
5.2 good 5

55 middle 5



Table F1. BCG Tier assignments for each of the participants.

StationID WaterbodyName | State | ME1 | ME2 | ME3 | NH1 | CT1 | CT2 | CT3 | VT1 | VT2 | Mean | Min | Max | Max-Min
ME-REF4 Aroostook River | ME | 18 | 25 | 25 |NA** | 22 | 25 | 28 | 28 | 32 | 25 | 18 | 32 14
VT-MC-05 Barney Brook VT | 38 | 48 | 45 | 48 | 42 | 55 | 52 | 48 | 42 | 46 | 38 | 55 17
NEWS04-3406 | Beaver Brook*** | NH | 48 | 55 | 48 | 58 | 32 | 38 | 42 | 32 | 38 | 43 | 32 | 58 26
ME-MC-01 Birch Stream ME | 58 | 62 | 55 | 65 | 55 | 55 | 52 | 62 | 58 | 58 | 52 | 65 13
VT-MC-06 Bolles Brook VT | 15 | 15 | 18 | 25 | 25 | 32 | 28 | 18 | 22 | 22 | 15| 32 17
NEWS04-1202 gt"’r"grwg Place ME | 22 | 22 | 18 | 25 | 35 | 28 | 25 | 32 | 22 | 25 | 1.8 | 35 17
NEWS04-3004 | Cocheco River NH | 28 | 45 | 35 | 35 | 45 | 38 | 48 | 48 | 38 | 40 | 28 | 48 2
NH-01M-17 gﬁfgerm"“th NH | 28 | 32 | 38 | 45 | 45 | 45 | 35| 35 | 32| 37 |28 | 45| 17
NEWS04-3303 ggg‘?"re Pond NH |35 |35 | 28 | 38 | 32 | 35 |38 |35 |38 | 33 | 28 | 38 1
NEWS04- East Branch VT | 25 | 42 | 32 | 38 | 35| 32| 32| 32|32 33 | 25| 42 17
VTO1 Passumpsic River

VT-MC-03 Gunner Bk VT | 35 | 38 | 45 | 42" | 35 | 38 | 38 | 38 | 32 | 38 | 32 | 45 13
ME-19.01 Hardy Brook ME | 18 | 25 | 18 | 35 | 18 | 22 | 25 | 42 | 28 | 26 | 18 | 42 2.4
ME-20.02 Higgins Brook ME | 22 | 25 | 22 | 25 | 22 | 35 | 25 | 22 | 22 | 24 | 22 | 35 13
NEWS04-2401 | Indian River NH | 22 | 25 | 18 | 35 | 25 | 35 | 25 | 28 | 25 | 26 | 18 | 35 17
NEWS04-1303 gievne‘:ff'ieag ME | 28 | 35 | 35 | 45 | 35| 35| 35| 52| 32| 37 | 28| 52 24
CT-65 Mad River CT | 55 | 55 | 62 | 65 | 58 | 55 | 55 | 62 | 55 | 58 | 55 | 65 1
ME-27.01 Medomek River | ME | 28 | 35 | 32 | 35 | 32 | 38 | 38 | 45 | 38 | 36 | 28 | 45 17
ME-MC-05 Merriland River | ME | 25 | 38 | 25 | 32 | NA | NA | NA | 28 | 35 | 31 | 25 | 38 13
NEWS04-2805 | MettaweeRiver | VT | 25 | 25 | 22 | 35 | 22 | 32 | 22 | 32 | 32 | 27 | 22 | 35 13
NEWS04-1801 | Millers Run VT | 25 | 32 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 25 | 32 | 32 | 25 | 35 1
NH-00M-17 | NesenkeagBrook | NH | 35 | 45 | 35 | 45 | 35 | 45 | 35 | 35 | 32 | 38 | 32 | 45 13
NEWS04-4104 | Pease Brook CT | 32 | 45 | 38 | 38 | 45 | 48 | 42 | 42 | 38 | 41 | 32 | 48 16
ME-MC-03 | condawee ME | 48 | 52 | 48 | 58 | 42 | 52 | 45 | 58 | 48 | 50 | 42 | 58 | 16
CT-PR7 Pequabuck River | CT | 52 | 58* | 65 | 58 | 48 | 55 | 48 |58 | 52 | 54 | 48 | 65 17

*These tier assignments were adjusted at the May 27 workshop. ME2 and CT2 were unable to participate in the workshop.
**NH1 did not feel comfortable making atier assignment at this site due to its large drainage area.

***These are considered to be low gradient sites.

F-1



Table F1. Continued...

StationID WaterbodyName | State | ME1 | ME2 | ME3 | NH1 | CT1 | CT2 | CT3 | VT1 | VT2 | Mean | Min | Max | Max-Min
NH-99C-58 Priest Brook NH [ 32 | 38 | 42 | 42 | 42 [ 45 [ 42 [38[ 32 39 [32] 45 13
VT-MC-01 Rock River VT | 52 [ 55 | 52 | 55| 45|55 |55 |55| 55| 53 |45/ 55 1
NEWSD4-CT03 | Salmon River CT | 25 | 35 [ 35 |35 [32[35[32 32|35 33 [25] 35 1
NEWSD4-CTO5 | Saugatuck River | CT | 28 | 25 | 32 | 45 [ 32 [ 35 | 35 | 35 | 38 | 34 | 25| 45 2
NEWSD4-1302 | SchoodicBrook | ME | 22 | 32 | 25 | 28 | 35 [ 35 | 35 | 35 | 28 | 31 | 22| 35 13
ME-MC-04 SheepscotRiver | ME | 32 | 38 [ 35 [ 28 [ 22 [ 35 | 25 | 38 [ 32 | 32 [ 22| 38 16
NH-01M-06 Squam Brook NH | 48 [ 52 | 52 [ 55 | 48 |52 |52 52|38 | 50 | 38| 55 17
NEWSD4-4003 | Steele Brook CT |32 | 42 [ 32 [ 42 | 4238 [ 38|42 | 38| 38 |32 42 1
CT-NR21B Steele Brook CT | NA [ NA [ NA [ NA |58 55][55][55]|55] 56 |55]| 58 03
VT-MC-04 StevensBranch | VT | 32 | 38 | 45 [ 55 [ 38 [ 35 | 38 | 45 | 38 | 40 [ 32| 55 2.3
CT-SR1A Still River CT | NA | NA [ NA[NA|[55[55]|55|58]|58] 56 |55]|58 03
NH-00M-18 Tannery Brook NH | 25 [ 38 | 32 [ 35 | 35 | 38 | 42 [ 35| 35| 35 | 25 | 42 17
NEWS04-2301 | -hird Branch VT | 25 | 25 | 25 | 32 | 25 [ 32 | 25 | 32 | 28 | 28 | 25 | 32 0.7
White River
ME-MC-02 Trout Brook ME | 52 | 62 | 65 | 55 | 48 | 55 | 55 | 58 | 52 | 56 | 48 | 65 17
CT-58 Trout Brook CT | 55 | 58|55 [62|58|58|55]|62]|58] 57 |55]|62 0.7
VT-MC-02 W Br VT |55 | 58 | 45 | 55 |55 | 48 |55¢ | 65 | 55 | 54 | 45 | 65 2
Ompompanoosuc

NEWS04-2907 | Warren Brook NH | 28 | 25 [ 32 [ 42 [ 32 |35 |28 [ 3222 31 |22 42 2
NH-REF3 WhitefaceRiver | NH | 15 | 32 | 1.8 | 25 | 35 | 35 [ 35 [ 18 | 22 | 26 | 15 | 35 2
NEWS04-3603 | WillimanticRiver [ CT | 28 [ 25 | 35 | 38 | 38 | 35 | 48 | 35 | 35 | 35 | 25 | 48 2.3
NEWS04-1001 | Willoughby River | VT | 28 | 35 | 28 | 35 [ 32 [ 35 | 28 | 32 | 35 | 32 | 28 | 35 0.7

*These tier assignments were adjusted at the May 27 workshop. ME2 and CT2 were unable to participate in the workshop.
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APPENDIX G

Ratings Comparison — Maine method samples



Table G1. Maine method samples. Comparison of BCG tier assignments, CT and NEWS fuzzy model and state method results (derived from

Maine's linear discriminant models, which classifies samplesas A, B, C or NA (not attaining)). WSA MMI scores and ratings, which were derived
from WSA method samples, are also included.

BCG Tier Fuzzy State
StationID WaterbodyName STATE Assignments Model Method WA
ME1l | ME2 | ME3 | CT | NEWS ME MMI | Rating

ME-REF4 Aroostook River ME 1 2 2 3 3 A - -
VT-MC-05 Barney Brook VT 3 4 4 3 4 NA 44.3 | Poor
NEWS04-3406 Beaver Brook* NH 4 5 4 3 5 A 21.7 | Poor
ME-MC-01 Birch Stream ME 5 6 5 4 5 NA 10.3 | Poor
VT-MC-06 Bolles Brook VT 1 1 1 3 3 A 55.2 Fair
NEWS04-1202 Carrying Place Stream ME 2 2 1 2 3 A 54.2 Fair
NEWS04-3004 Cocheco River NH 2 4 3 3 3 A 46.4 | Poor
NH-01M-17 Cockermouth River NH 2 3 3 3 3 A 55.5 Fair
NEWS04-3303 Dinsmore Pond Brook NH 3 3 2 3 3 A 66.3 | Good
NEWS04-VTO1 | East Branch Passumpsic River VT 2 4 3 3 3 A 62.3 Fair
VT-MC-03 Gunner Bk VT 3 3 4 3 3 A 67.3 | Good
ME-19.01 Hardy Brook ME 1 2 1 2 2 A - -
ME-20.02 Higgins Brook ME 2 2 2 2 3 A - -
NEWS04-2401 Indian River NH 2 2 1 3 2 A 66.7 | Good
NEWS04-1303 Kenduskeag River* ME 2 3 3 3 4 A 43.6 | Poor
CT-65 Mad River CT 5 5 6 5 5 NA 20.0 | Poor
ME-27.01 Medomak River ME 2 3 3 3 3 A - -
ME-MC-05 Merriland River ME 2 3 2 3 3 A 69.9 | Good
NEWS04-2805 Mettawee River VT 2 2 2 2 2 A 56.4 Fair
NEWS04-1801 Millers Run VT 2 3 3 3 3 A 74.8 | Good
NH-00M-17 Nesenkeag Brook NH 3 4 3 3 3 A 75.3 | Good
NEWS04-4104 Pease Brook CT 3 4 3 3 4 A 59.1 Fair
ME-MC-03 Penjajawoc Stream ME 4 5 4 3 5 C 44.0 | Poor

*These are considered to be low gradient sites.
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Table G1. Continued...

BCG Tier Fuzzy State
StationID WaterbodyName STATE Assignments Model Method WA
ME1l | ME2 | ME3 | CT | NEWS ME MMI | Rating

CT-PR7 Pequabuck River CT 5 5 6 5 5 NA 31.0 | Poor
NH-99C-58 Priest Brook NH 3 3 4 3 3 A 56.7 Fair
VT-MC-01 Rock River VT 5 5 5 4 5 NA 39.5 | Poor
NEWS04-CT03 | Salmon River CT 2 3 3 4 5 A 87.5 | Good
NEWS04-CT05 | Saugatuck River CT 2 2 3 3 3 A 58.3 Fair
NEWS04-1302 Schoodic Brook ME 2 3 2 3 3 A 80.9 | Good
ME-MC-04 Sheepscot River ME 3 3 3 3 3 A - -
NH-01M-06 Squam Brook NH 4 5 5 3 5 B - -
CT-NR21B Steele Brook CT NA NA NA | NA NA NA 14.9 Poor
NEWS04-4003 Steele Brook CT 3 4 3 3 3 A 61.2 Fair
VT-MC-04 Stevens Branch VT 3 3 4 3 4 A 55.8 Fair
CT-SR1A Still River CT NA | NA | NA [NA| NA NA - -
NH-00M-18 Tannery Brook NH 2 3 3 3 3 A 66.0 | Good
NEWS04-2301 Third Branch White River VT 2 2 2 3 3 A 77.6 | Good
CT-58 Trout Brook CT 5 5 5 5 5 NA 24.2 | Poor
ME-MC-02 Trout Brook ME 5 6 6 5 5 NA 43 Poor
VT-MC-02 W Br Ompompanoosuc VT 5 5 4 5 5 A 41.7 | Poor
NEWS04-2907 Warren Brook NH 2 2 3 3 3 A 60.1 Fair
NH-REF3 Whiteface River NH 1 3 1 2 2 A - -
NEWS04-3603 Willimantic River CT 2 2 3 3 5 A 65.8 | Good
NEWS04-1001 Willoughby River VT 2 3 2 3 3 A 76.1 | Good
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APPENDIX H

Ratings Comparison — New Hampshire method
samples



Table H1. New Hampshire method samples. Comparison of BCG tier assignments, CT and NEWS fuzzy model and state method results (derived
from the NH MMI). FS = fully supporting, NS=not supporting. The MMI threshold is either 54 or 65, depending on site location. WSA MMI
scores and ratings, which were derived from WSA method samples, are also included.

BCG Tier Fuzzy Model State Method
Assignment WSA
StationID WaterbodyName STATE
NH1 CT | NEWS NH NH MMI | Rating
MMI Rating

ME-REF4 Aroostook River ME NA 3 3 815 FS - -
VT-MC-05 Barney Brook VT 4 4 5 69.0 FS 44.3 | Poor
NEWS04-3406 Beaver Brook* NH 5 3 5 49.3 NS 21.7 | Poor
ME-MC-01 Birch Stream ME 6 5 5 341 NS 10.3 | Poor
VT-MC-06 Bolles Brook VT 2 3 3 89.0 FS 55.2 Fair
NEWS04-1202 | Carrying Place Stream ME 2 2 3 88.0 FS 54.2 | Fair
NEWS04-3004 Cocheco River NH 3 3 3 68.0 FS 46.4 | Poor
NH-01M-17 Cockermouth River NH 4 3 3 4.1 NS 55.5 Fair
NEWS04-3303 Dinsmore Pond Brook NH 3 3 3 72.2 FS 66.3 | Good
NEWS04-VTO1 | East Branch Passumpsic River VT 3 4 5 76.2 FS 62.3 Fair
VT-MC-03 Gunner Bk VT 4 3 3 53.5 NS 67.3 | Good
ME-19.01 Hardy Brook ME 3 2 3 76.4 FS - -
ME-20.02 Higgins Brook ME 2 2 2 90.3 FS - -
NEWS04-2401 Indian River NH 3 3 2 82.8 FS 66.7 | Good
NEWS04-1303 Kenduskeag River* ME 4 3 5 50.2 NS 43.6 | Poor
CT-65 Mad River CT 6 5 5 59.0 FS 20.0 | Poor
ME-27.01 Medomak River ME 3 3 3 83.3 FS - -
ME-MC-05 Merriland River ME 3 3 3 78.3 FS 69.9 | Good
NEWS04-2805 Mettawee River VT 3 2 2 91.0 FS 56.4 Fair
NEWS04-1801 Millers Run VT 3 2 3 784 FS 74.8 | Good
NH-00M-17 Nesenkeag Brook NH 4 3 3 68.5 FS 75.3 | Good
NEWS04-4104 Pease Brook CT 3 4 5 65.2 FS 59.1 Fair

*These are considered to be low gradient sites.
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Table H1. Continued...

BCG Tier Fuzzy Model State Method
. Assignment WSA
StationID WaterbodyName STATE -
NH1 CT | NEWS NH NH MMI | Rating
MMI Rating

ME-MC-03 Penjajawoc Stream ME 5 4 5 35.6 NS 44.0 Poor
CT-PR7 Pequabuck River CT 5 5 5 62.0 FS 31.0 | Poor
NH-99C-58 Priest Brook NH 4 3 3 74.2 FS 56.7 Fair
VT-MC-01 Rock River VT 5 4 5 32.7 NS 39.5 Poor
NEWS04-CT03 | Salmon River CT 3 4 5 80.0 FS 87.5 | Good
NEWS04-CT05 | Saugatuck River CT 4 3 3 73.9 FS 58.3 Fair
NEWS04-1302 Schoodic Brook ME 2 3 3 818 FS 80.9 | Good
ME-MC-04 Sheepscot River ME 2 3 3 69.3 FS - -
NH-01M-06 Squam Brook NH 5 4 5 38.4 NS - -
CT-NR21B Steele Brook CT NA NA NA NA NA 14.9 Poor
NEWS04-4003 Steele Brook CT 4 3 3 75.7 FS 61.2 Fair
VT-MC-04 Stevens Branch VT 5 3 4 54.2 FS 55.8 Fair
CT-SR1A Still River CT NA NA NA NA NA - -
NH-00M-18 Tannery Brook NH 3 3 3 61.7 FS 66.0 | Good
NEWS04-2301 Third Branch White River VT 3 3 3 78.8 FS 77.6 | Good
CT-58 Trout Brook CT 6 5 5 47.4 NS 242 | Poor
ME-MC-02 Trout Brook ME 5 5 5 38.0 NS 43 Poor
VT-MC-02 W Br Ompompanoosuc VT 5 5 5 69.5 FS 41.7 | Poor
NEWS04-2907 Warren Brook NH 4 2 3 62.7 FS 60.1 Fair
NH-REF3 Whiteface River NH 2 2 2 87.5 FS - -
NEWS04-3603 Willimantic River CT 3 3 4 75.7 FS 65.8 | Good
NEWS04-1001 Willoughby River VT 3 3 3 74.2 FS 76.1 | Good
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APPENDIX |

Ratings Comparison — Vermont method samples



Table 11. Vermont method samples. Comparison of BCG tier assignments, CT and NEWS fuzzy model and state method results (derived from the

VT DEC rating system, which takes multiple metrics into account). Exc=excellent, V Good= very good, G=good. WSA MMI| scores and ratings,
which were derived from WSA method samples, are also included.

BC_:G Tier Fuzzy Model State Method WSA

StationlD WaterbodyName STATE | Assignments

VTl VT2 CT NEWS VT Rating MMI Rating
ME-REF4 Aroostook River ME 2 3 3 3 VGood - -
VT-MC-05 Barney Brook VT 4 4 4 5 F-Poor 44.3 Poor
NEWS04-3406 Beaver Brook* NH 3 3 4 5 Fair 21.7 Poor
ME-MC-01 Birch Stream ME 6 5 5 5 Poor 10.3 Poor
VT-MC-06 Bolles Brook VT 1 2 2 3 V g-Good 55.2 Fair
NEWS04-1202 Carrying Place Stream ME 3 2 2 2 Good 54.2 Fair
NEWS04-3004 Cocheco River NH 4 3 3 3 Good 46.4 Poor
NH-01M-17 Cockermouth River NH 3 3 3 3 G-Far 55.5 Fair
NEWS04-3303 Dinsmore Pond Brook NH 3 3 3 3 Ex-Vgood 66.3 Good
NEWS04-VTO1 East Branch Passumpsic River VT 3 3 4 5 Vg-Good 62.3 Fair
VT-MC-03 Gunner Bk VT 3 3 3 3 G-Fair 67.3 Good
ME-19.01 Hardy Brook ME 4 2 5 5 Fair - -
ME-20.02 Higgins Brook ME 2 2 2 2 Exc - -
NEWS04-2401 Indian River NH 2 2 2 2 VGood 66.7 Good
NEWS04-1303 Kenduskeag River* ME 5 3 4 5 V Good 43.6 Poor
CT-65 Mad River CT 6 5 5 5 Poor 20.0 Poor
ME-27.01 Medomak River ME 4 3 3 3 Good - -
ME-MC-05 Merriland River ME 2 3 2 2 Exc 69.9 Good
NEWS04-2805 Mettawee River VT 3 3 2 3 Ex-Vgood 56.4 Fair
NEWS04-1801 Millers Run VT 2 3 2 3 Ex-Vgood 74.8 Good
NH-00M-17 Nesenkeag Brook NH 3 3 3 3 Good 75.3 Good
NEWS04-4104 Pease Brook CT 4 3 3 4 Good 59.1 Fair
ME-MC-03 Penjgjawoc Stream ME 5 4 4 5 F-Poor 44.0 Poor
CT-PR7 Pequabuck River CT 5 5 5 5 F-Poor 31.0 Poor

*These are considered to be low gradient sites.



Table I1. Continued...

BCG Tier Fuzzy Model State

StationID WaterbodyName STATE Assignments Method WA

VT1 VT2 CT NEWS | VT Rating MMI | Rating
NH-99C-58 Priest Brook NH 3 3 3 3 Vg-Good 56.7 Fair
VT-MC-01 Rock River VT 5 5 5 5 Poor 395 Poor
NEWS04-CT03 | Salmon River CT 3 3 2 3 Exc 87.5 Good
NEWS04-CT05 | Saugatuck River CT 3 3 3 3 Good 58.3 Fair
NEWS04-1302 | Schoodic Brook ME 3 2 3 2 Ex-Vgood 80.9 Good
ME-MC-04 Sheepscot River ME 3 3 3 3 Exc - -
NH-01M-06 Squam Brook NH 5 3 4 5 G-Fair - -
CT-NR21B Steele Brook CT 5 5 5 5 Poor 14.9 Poor
NEWS04-4003 | Steele Brook CT 4 3 3 3 Fair 61.2 Fair
VT-MC-04 Stevens Branch VT 4 3 4 5 Good 55.8 Fair
CT-SR1A Still River CT 5 5 5 Poor - -
NH-00M-18 Tannery Brook NH 3 3 3 3 Ex-Vgood 66.0 Good
NEWS04-2301 | Third Branch White River VT 3 2 3 3 VGood 77.6 Good
CT-58 Trout Brook CT 6 5 5 5 Poor 24.2 Poor
ME-MC-02 Trout Brook ME 5 5 4 5 Poor 4.3 Poor
VT-MC-02 W Br Ompompanoosuc VT 6 5 6 6 Poor 41.7 Poor
NEWS04-2907 | Warren Brook NH 3 2 2 2 Vg-Good 60.1 Fair
NH-REF3 Whiteface River NH 1 2 2 2 Exc - -
NEWS04-3603 | Willimantic River CT 3 3 3 3 Ex-Vgood 65.8 Good
NEWS04-1001 | Willoughby River VT 3 3 3 3 Ex-Vgood 76.1 Good




APPENDIX J

Ratings Comparison — Connecticut method
samples



Table J1. Connecticut method samples. Comparison of BCG tier assignments, NEWS fuzzy model results and state method results (derived from

the CT MMI and CT fuzzy model). Samples for the Merriland River were removed because the CT kick method was not appropriate for the
habitat at this site. The CT MMI thresholds are as follows: <45=failing, 45-55 ambiguous, >55=meeting. WSA MMI scores and ratings, which

were derived from WSA method samples, are also included.

BCG Tier Fuzzy State Method
StationlD WaterbodyName STATE Assignments Model WSA
CT1|CT2 | CT3|CT | NEWS | CT MMI | CT Rating | MMI | Rating

ME-REF4 Aroostook River ME 2 2 2 3 3 815 Meeting - -
VT-MC-05 Barney Brook VT 4 5 5 4 5 52.0 Ambiguous | 44.3 | Poor
NEWS04-3406 | Beaver Brook* NH 3 3 4 3 5 63.0 Meeting 21.7 | Poor
ME-MC-01 Birch Stream ME 5 5 5 5 5 47.7 Ambiguous | 10.3 | Poor
VT-MC-06 Bolles Brook VT 2 3 2 2 3 73.9 Meeting 55.2 Fair
NEWS04-1202 | Carrying Place Stream ME 3 2 2 3 2 74.4 Meeting 54.2 Fair
NEWS04-3004 | Cocheco River NH 4 3 4 3 4 55.7 Meeting 46.4 | Poor
NH-01M-17 Cockermouth River NH 4 4 3 3 4 53.3 Ambiguous | 555 Fair
NEWS04-3303 | Dinsmore Pond Brook NH 3 3 3 3 3 83.1 Meeting 66.3 | Good
NEWS04-VT01 Engr;gg?:River VT 3| 3| 33 3 89.6 Meeting | s | Ear
VT-MC-03 Gunner Bk VT 3 3 3 3 4 727 Meeting 67.3 | Good
ME-19.01 Hardy Brook ME 1 2 2 6 6 76.4 Meeting - -
ME-20.02 Higgins Brook ME 2 3 2 2 3 74.1 Meeting - -
NEWS04-2401 Indian River NH 2 3 2 2 2 79.7 Meeting 66.7 | Good
NEWS04-1303 | Kenduskeag River* ME 3 3 3 4 5 60.2 Meeting 43.6 | Poor
CT-65 Mad River CT 5 5 5 5 5 37.6 Failing 20.0 | Poor
ME-27.01 Medomak River ME 3 3 3 3 3 72.0 Meeting - -
ME-MC-05 Merriland River ME NA | NA | NA | 3 4 53.0 Ambiguous | 69.9 | Good
NEWS04-2805 | Mettawee River VT 2 3 2 2 3 68.6 Meeting 56.4 Fair
NEWS04-1801 | MillersRun VT 3 3 3 3 3 84.4 Meeting 74.8 | Good
NH-00M-17 Nesenkeag Brook NH 3 4 3 3 3 61.3 Meeting 75.3 | Good
NEWS04-4104 | Pease Brook CT 4 4 4 3 4 66.0 Meeting 59.1 Fair

*These are considered to be low gradient sites.
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Table J1. Continued...

BCG Tier Fuzzy State Method
Assignments Model WSA
StationID WaterbodyName STATE
CT1 | CT2 | CT3|CT | NEWS CT CT Rating | MMI | Rating
MMI
ME-MC-03 Penjajawoc Stream ME 4 5 4 4 5 51.3 Ambiguous | 44.0 | Poor
CT-PR7 Pequabuck River CT 4 5 4 5 5 44.6 Ambiguous | 31.0 | Poor
NH-99C-58 Priest Brook NH 4 4 4 3 3 70.1 Meeting 56.7 Fair
VT-MC-01 Rock River VT 4 5 5 5 5 38.5 Failing 39.5 | Poor
NEWS04-CT03 | Salmon River CT 3 3 3 2 3 85.8 Meeting 87.5 | Good
NEWS04-CT05 | Saugatuck River CT 3 3 3 3 4 71.0 Meeting 58.3 Fair
NEWS04-1302 | Schoodic Brook ME 3 3 3 3 4 70.7 Meeting 80.9 | Good
ME-MC-04 Sheepscot River ME 2 3 2 3 3 84.3 Meeting - -
NH-01M-06 Squam Brook NH 4 5 5 5 5 43.2 Failing - -
CT-NR21B Steele Brook CT 5 5 5 5 5 33.7 Failing 14.9 | Poor
NEWS04-4003 | Steele Brook CT 4 3 3 2 3 85.0 Meeting 61.2 Fair
VT-MC-04 Stevens Branch VT 3 3 3 4 5 62.0 Meeting 55.8 Fair
CT-SR1A Still River CT 5 5 5 5 NA 25.1 Failing - -
NH-00M-18 Tannery Brook NH 3 3 4 3 3 77.0 Meeting 66.0 | Good
Third Branch White ,
NEWS04-2301 River VT 2 3 2 2 2 79.9 Meeting 776 | Good
CT-58 Trout Brook CT 5 5 5 5 5 33.3 Failing 24.2 | Poor
ME-MC-02 Trout Brook ME 4 5 5 4 5 47.5 Ambiguous | 4.3 Poor
W Br .

VT-MC-02 OMmpoMpancosLc VT 5 4 5 4 5 51.8 Ambiguous 1.7 Poor
NEWS04-2907 | Warren Brook NH 3 3 2 2 3 73.9 Meeting 60.1 Fair
NH-REF3 Whiteface River NH 3 3 3 2 2 59.3 Meeting - -
NEWS04-3603 | Willimantic River CT 3 3 4 3 4 72.6 Meeting 65.8 | Good
NEWS04-1001 Willoughby River VT 3 3 2 2 3 82.7 Meeting 76.1 | Good

J-2





