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trout removal actions
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Lake Creek drainage mechanical removal
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1. Brook Trout are a primary threat;

2. Rotenone must be used due to limited success of mechanical
removal efforts in Lake Creek;



3. A basinwide strategy is needed to avoid a piecemeal approach;

4. Brook Trout removal and habitat improvements must be
addressed in tandem;



5. A solution will require interagency cooperation;

6. Education and outreach--to spread awareness of the
roblem and increase the success of the solution;




7. Monitor Bull Trout population response to removal and
habitat restoration;

8. The reduction/removal/
suppression of brook trout, in
conjunction with habitat restoration,
is highest priority recovery action in
the core area;




9. The eradication of brook trout from treated reaches, the
prevention of reinvasion by use and maintenance ot barriers,
and the reestablishment of bull trout and other native fishes
in the treated reaches is determined to be a feasible action
with a moderate to high probability of success;

10. ...Expected to significantly improve the probability of
bull trout persistence into the future.
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Part 2—Dave Banks, ODFW
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