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Hester-Dendy plate: pre- deployment (Ieft) and after
6 weeks in the substrate (right)

Scraping plates and collecting benthic
macro invertebrates

White sucker (Catostomus commersonii)
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OnNncius.
What’s Next?

= Winter 2012-13: continue modeling and analysis of
pre-maodification jams

= Summer 2013: repeat study to obtain post-
modification data




= This project was funded in part by the Great Lakes Research
and Education Center and GLISTEN (the Great Lakes
Innovative Stewardship Through Education Network).

= Thank you to our logjam field crew for their dedicated work over
the summer: Joshua Dickey, Matthew Lewicke, Kelsie Rudolph,
and Ryan Venturelli.

= Many thanks to the Northwest Indiana Paddling Association for
their work on the logjam modifications.



