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Synthesizing status and trend results 

for indicators of river and stream health 

in the Chesapeake Bay Watershed
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STRESSORS LIVING RESOURCES

• Used USGS Non-Tidal Network as foundation for study design

• Added additional indicators describing stream health 

• Compiled data inventories and harmonized datasets

• Selected approaches for computing status and trends

• Reported general patterns across stream health indicators
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Next steps: Exploring common drivers

This information is preliminary and is subject to revision. Not for Citation or Distribution. 

Compute indicator metrics 
Nutrients: median total phosphorus 

concentration

Assess site conditions
Compare metric values to ecological 

benchmarks to rank sites

Explore common drivers
Compare watershed characteristics across 

multiple stream health indicators in sites with 

good or poor condition



This information is preliminary and is subject to revision. Not for Citation or Distribution. 

Next steps: HUC-scale synthesis
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Next steps: HUC-scale synthesis

Report on number of sites in HUC with indicator data, the 

percentage of sites with high/low-quality conditions, and data gaps

• Biology: Most sites (83%) had 

BIBI scores in Excellent/Good or 

Fair categories

• Habitat: Almost half of the sites 

(49%) had low levels of 

embeddedness 

• Salinity: Most sites (89%) had 

salinity levels at or around 

background 

• Flow: All sites had moderately 

elevated flashiness

• Nutrients: Not enough 

information (n < 3 sites)
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This information is preliminary and is subject to revision. Not for Citation or Distribution. 
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Next Steps: Data Visualization

This information is preliminary and is subject to revision. Not for Citation or Distribution. 

• Tool for collaborators to view:

• Background information

• Methods

• Site Specific Status Results

• HUC Status Results

• HUC Summary Information

• Resources and References



Next Steps: Data Visualization

This information is preliminary and is subject to revision. Not for Citation or Distribution. 
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