Tamarisk Sites
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BLM-Uncompahgre Field Office

Once the tamarisk and secondary weeds are
reduced, How do we get native riparian vegetation
back?
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Where remaining community insufficient:
A Active Revegetation

Seeding

Planting

Questions:
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Willow planting 2008: less than 5% survival
Cottonwood pole planting 2008: 0% survival
Cottonwood pole planting 2009: 8% survival (2 year)
Cottonwood 3whip planting 2009: 3540% 29 year
Cottonwood containerized 2009: 680% 29 year
Cottonwood tube planting 2010: 27%'Qyear
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Pilot Plotsc 12 plots across 4 areas

A 3 different tamarisk treatment
types
A Trial plantings of 7 native riparian
shrub and tree species
Fall and spring plantings - . o
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Pilot Plot PlantingSurvival

There Is evidence that planting survival affected

by:

A Plantingtime (spring, fall)

A Plantingtype (containerizedgt-gal, small tube,
long stem, cutting$




Pilot Plot PlantingSurvival

There Is evidence that tamariskeatment type
(hydroaxe hand cut,beetles only affects planting
survival

Hydroaxe best survival rate 23%Hand cut:best survival rate56% Beetles:best survival rateéd5%




