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* Wide variation in
reported recovery
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« * Lots of variables
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« Mobile sandy'deposits

-+ Sparse faunal
assemblages

~+ Faunal |
characteristics:

- Small body size
Fast growing
Early maturation

High reproductive
rates

Wide dispersal of
offspring

« Naturally disturbance
tolerant
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» Stable coarse
sediments

15 year recovery
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Fig. 3. Plor of vessel track (affes to dischang pomt) during discharge of material
Colowr scale indicates demsity of cnverage.
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Regional Seabed Monitoring Plans
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