Recolonization of the Cedar River
by anadromous fish: Build it and
they will come!
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Wolf reintroduction

* NO cottonwoods
between 5-29 cm

e corresponded to
extirpation of wolves

e wolves reintroduced
In 1995




Recolonization
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Questions

« \What are the dispersal and colonization
patterns, and reproductive success of
anadromous fish in naive habitat?

 \What are the ecological effects of
anadromous fish on populations,
communities and ecosystems?

* Does providing fish passage establish a
sustainable anadromous fish population Iin
the Cedar River?
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Methods




Results




Adult salmon above Landsburg
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Trout and salmon distributions
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Adult-juvenile

Difference in fish density (number per m?)
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Mean (+95% ClI) relative proportion
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