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Introduction
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* Benthic habitats will consist of more heavy material (e.g., glass, rubber) =
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of the Chicago River
Conclusions:
M h d 1. There was ultimately more AL
e t 0 S 0.6 - downstream than upstream
a. AL primarily accumulates at
Field Work downstream locations, likely due to

movement of wind and current.
b.Seen 1n figures 4 and 5
2. The composition of AL differed by site
a. Each site differs both 1n
composition of AL and of human
activities at each site.
b. Seen in Figure 6

a. We marked 3, 100 m reaches
at each of the study sites

b. All AL was collected from the
reaches

c. We separated material
according to habitat found
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