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Implications of a steep nearshore for
the ecosystem:

t 1 s only a narrow
nabitat that supports many species at som
point in their life cycle

ABecause narrow, Wwe
regarding destruction of nearshore habitat

_‘ﬂ’ A Removing or degrading a portion of the
AT nearshore habitat in Puget Sound does no
have the same proportional effect on the
living system as in a shallow, flat estuary
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Puget Sound Is deep, with strong tides, but sills too
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Puget Sound circulation is retentive
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Implications of reflux for ecosystem:

Photos: PSAT 2004 State of Sound

Inputs to Puget Sound stay around for a long
ti meée
I Longlasting effects that can be
de-coupled from source elimination

Biota in Puget Sound have a high degree of
residency

Both good and bad: this is why Puget Sound is
highly productive, but also highly retentive of
contaminants
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