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Introduction

SITC Methods

¢ Two subtidal clam garden survey sites were
selected at Russell Island and Fulford Harbor,
Gulf Islands, B.C.

¢ Two 50 m transects were placed at each site.
e Shallow on wall (0.6 m corrected relative to MLLW)

® Deep off wall (2.1 m corrected relative to MLLW)

¢ Invertebrates were counted and identified within a

1x50 m” area on each side of the line.

¢ Substrate and kelp were assessed along the same
~ line using a 1 m* quadrat (Fig. i
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e Four random points selected on both s1des of
each transect. - RTINS A,
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e Kelp stipe counts, macrophyte % cover, and =

substrate % cover were estimated.
Statistics

¢ Due to the small sample size of this pilot study, swath
and quadrat data were averaged by each side of the
transect.

¢ Relationships between macrophyte cover, kelp stipe,
and substrate were analyzed with linear regressions.

¢ Differences in the count of edible species on and off of
garden walls were analyzed using a one-way ANOVA.

Figure 1. Collecting quadrat and swath data off a garden wall.
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Figure 5. SFU counts of edible species on and off
clam gardens during subtidal monitoring surveys.
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