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Once the tamarisk and secondary weeds are 
reduced, How do we get native riparian vegetation 
back? 
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Where remaining community insufficient: 
Å Active Revegetation 
  Seeding 
  Planting 
 
Questions: 
Å How much native vegetation is sufficient?  
Å How to get seed to germinate and establish? 
Å What are most effective planting approaches? 
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tŀǎǘ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǇƭŀƴǘƛƴƎ ƻŦǘŜƴ ƴƻǘ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭΧΦ 
Å  Willow planting 2008: less than 5% survival 
Å  Cottonwood pole planting 2008: 0% survival 
Å  Cottonwood pole planting 2009: 0-6% survival (2nd year) 
Å  Cottonwood 3-whip planting 2009: 35-40% 2nd year 
Å  Cottonwood containerized 2009: 65-80% 2nd year 
Å  Cottonwood tube planting 2010: 27% 2nd year 
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Pilot Plots ς 12 plots across 4 areas 
 
Å3 different tamarisk treatment 

types 
ÅTrial plantings of 7 native riparian 

shrub and tree species  
ÅFall and spring plantings 
Å4 planting types 
ÅSoil salinity sampling 
ÅWith and without active 
     tamarisk resprout treatment 

 
  

  
 



Pilot Plot Plantings-Survival 

There is evidence that planting survival affected 
by: 
ÅPlanting time (spring, fall)  
ÅPlanting type (containerized qt-gal, small tube, 

long stem, cuttings) 
ÅPlanted species (rose, skunkbush sumac, privet, 

cottonwood, willow, box elder, seep willow)  
ÅSalinity level (<1, 1-2, 3-4, >4 mmhos/cm 1:2 

dilution test) 
 
 



Pilot Plot Plantings-Survival 

There is evidence that tamarisk treatment type 
(hydroaxe, hand cut, beetles only) affects planting 
survival 
 
 
 

 
 

Hydroaxe: best survival rate 23%  Hand cut: best survival rate 56%  Beetles: best survival rate 95%  


