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Standard Squidpop protocol would have been ineffective in this
environment without supplementary video recording.

depth, and substrate.
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A further experimental project might be conducted where temporary
floating docks constructed with varied decking types, e.g. glass
block, metal grating, etc., would be anchored above existing kelp
beds to determine which decking material would have the least
Impact to light penetration and associated kelp productivity.
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SUBSTRATE SAMPLING ANALYSIS
O Biomass Samples

e Particle size was significantly larger at Cornet Bay dock 3 . Control Transects
but smaller at Camano Island and Bowman Bay dock [ EAMKEE S REFERENCES
than the respective controls (Mann-Whitney U, p < 0.05).
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STUDY AREA

e Bowman Bay, Deception Pass State Park, Washington (BB).
e Cornet Bay, Deception Pass State Park, Washington (CB).

Deployed Squidpops and benthic PAR sensor

Lasso biomass sampler’s internal construction ’
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