Conclusions

After looking at the data there is reason to believe that the Hypothesis is correct. By looking at larger intervals down the channel it shows a definite increase in discharge and as discharge is related to width, depth and many other things in the Bradshaw model the hypothesis is proven. The primary results weren’t very reliable as some groups didn’t take down the results correctly. This could explain why when doing speirman’s rank the results weren’t classed as significant. However when looking at the secondary data it gives a perfect correlation and has 0% chance that the results occurred by chance. The secondary data is however of more use for proving the hypothesis for it gives more exaggerated changes as they are taken over larger intervals. The large intervals mean that the river can be followed into its lower course over its entire journey which is what the Bradshaw model represents. We couldn’t do this as it would require large amount of time and we wouldn’t have the equipment to take the measurements required. Compared this to the primary data taken over intervals close together the results are very similar and so a general trend cannot be conclusively proven
