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The Bark River is a forested tributary to Lake Superior in
Wisconsin. In 2005, we began an integrated multi-agency study
of brook trout habitat rehabilitation, erosion and sedimentation
control, stream hydrologic and geomorphic conditions, and runoff

and infiltration characteristics from upland forests. Previous ® Demonstrate methods to reduce
studies in the vicinity of the Bark River indicated that available erosion from tributaries by re-

brook trout spawning habitat is dependent on the location of — “ ducing runoff from uplands and
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Pebble counts and habitat assessments are done semi-
annually in the perennial tributary upstream and downstream
of ravine 2. These surveys help document episodic changes in
substrate and channel morphology caused by ravine runoff For more information contact: Funding sources:

erosion control mat and other physical con-
trols, and on actively eroding sand banks.
Sedges planted in the spring of 2007, in the
sand banks, are expected to stabilize the sand
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