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Sawmill and Erickson Creeks are two trout streams that have their origin northwest Green County, west of Postville.  They flow southwest toward Lafayette County.  Erickson Creek joins Sawmill Creek at the Green/Lafayette County line and Sawmill Creek then flows another 2.5 miles into Lafayette County where it has its confluence with the East Branch Pecatonica River 3 miles south of Blanchardville.  The Sawmill Creek HUC (Hydrologic Unit Code) 12 subwatershed is part of the larger Lower East Branch Pecatonica HUC 10 watershed (Figure 1).  The Sawmill subwatershed comprises 14, 676 acres, with the Erickson Creek watershed making up a 4,464 acre subset of that area.
The lower 8.7 miles of the 12-mile-long Sawmill Creek are designated as Class II trout water.  Likewise, Erickson Creek is 5.74 miles long and is also a Class II trout water for its entirety.
The Lower East Branch Pecatonica Watershed was part of a priority watershed project from 1991 to 2001 (WDNR, 1992).  As such, certain conservation practices were enacted in the watershed through the help of grants.  It is uncertain how many of these practices were put in place in the Sawmill Creek subwatershed or how many are still in place.  Streambank rip-rapping was a popular bank stabilization practice and evidence of that can still be seen on the 2 streams today.  Several properties had fish habitat improvement structures, specifically Little Underwater Neighborhood Keepers Encompassing Rheotactic Salmonids, or LUNKERS structures, incorporated into the stream banks.
In recent years, there has been interest from a local watershed group and landowners to improve water quality for the streams. Concurrently, department fisheries staff have interest in obtaining fishing easements along both waterbodies.    Because of this, water resource biologists wanted to conduct monitoring on both systems to determine contemporary conditions of the streams and watershed, and to gather data to use as a baseline for future management decisions and actions.
Figure 1: Sawmill and Erickson Creeks Watershed
[image: ]
Sawmill Creek in blue; Erickson Creek in purple
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In 2018, the department surveyed 21 sites in the watershed.  Twelve sites were surveyed on Sawmill Creek, 7 on Erickson Creek and 1 each on 2 unnamed tributaries.  For all sites, the fisheries assemblage was determined by electroshocking a section of stream with a minimum station length of 35 times the mean stream width (Lyons, 1992).  A stream tow barge with a generator and two probes was used at most sites. A backpack shocker with a single probe was used at sites generally less than 2 meters wide. All fish were collected, identified, and counted. All gamefish were measured for length. At each site, qualitative notes on average stream width and depth, riparian buffers and land use, evidence of sedimentation, fish cover and potential management options were also recorded. Qualitative habitat surveys were conducted at each site according to Simonson, et. al. (1994).  Macroinvertebrate samples were obtained at 9 sites by kick sampling and collecting using a D-frame net in fall, 2018 and sent to the University of Wisconsin-Stevens Point for analysis.

Water chemistry sampling was conducted by volunteers on both streams at Gould Hill Road. Grab water samples were taken monthly from May through October in 2017 and 2018. The samples were analyzed for total phosphorus.

Results
Brown trout and mottled sculpin were the most predominant species found in the watershed (Table 1).  Mottled sculpin were found at all sites sampled, and brown trout found at all but 3 sites.  White suckers were another common species.  Eight other transitional or warmwater species were also encountered in the surveys, but in low numbers.  Rainbow trout, another coldwater species, were found at several sites, mostly in low numbers.  Most sections of these streams were purported to be either coldwater or cold-transitional according to the Wisconsin streams model (Lyons, 2008).  The natural community verification process (WDNR, 2019a) showed all but one of the sites to be cold according to the species assemblage.  As such, the coldwater index of biotic integrity (IBI) (Lyons, et. al., 1996) was applied to those data.  The cold IBIs were consistently between 40 and 60, or “fair”.  Overall, scores ranged from 20 (poor) to 70 (good).

Total qualitative habitat scores (Table 2) varied widely ranging from 15 (Poor) to 80 (Excellent), but many fell in the “good” range.  Except for riparian buffer width which was consistently excellent, the other metrics varied from site to site.  There was generally a lack of pools and sedimentation was moderate to high at the majority of sites.

Total phosphorus samples that were collected on each stream on a monthly basis during the growing seasons of 2017 and 2018 showed a wide range of concentrations (Table 3).  The median concentration is compared to the state phosphorus standard of 0.075 mg/L.  Sawmill Creek saw phosphorus concentrations range from 0.05 to 0.34 mg/L.  The median was below the state standard.  Erickson Creek’s phosphorus concentrations ranged from 0.06 to 2.86 mg/L with a median value of 0.081 mg/L which is above the standard.  

Historically the macroinvertebrate index of biotic integrity (MIBI) (Weigel, 2003) ranged from 4 to 6 (Fair to Good) in both systems (WDNR, unpublished data). The 2018 data (Table 4) was very similar except for the very headwaters of Sawmill Creek and an unnamed tributary (WBIC=906100) which had “excellent” IBIs.  The Hilsenhoff Biotic Index (HBI) (Hilsenhoff, 1987) ranged from 2.13 (Excellent) to 5.26 (Good) indicating no to some organic pollution.
Table 1: Fish Assemblage, Natural Community, and IBI for streams in the Sawmill Creek Subwatershed – 2018
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Table 2: Qualitative Habitat Assessment of Streams in the Sawmill Creek subwatershed – 2018
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Table 3: Total Phosphorus for Growing Season 2017 and 2018 Erickson and Sawmill Creeks
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All Concentrations in mg/L

Table 4: Macroinvertebrate Data for the Sawmill and Erickson Creeks Watershed
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Discussion
The fish assemblage of both Sawmill and Erickson Creeks were dominated by coldwater species, specifically brown trout and mottled sculpin.  Brown trout were present essentially from the headwaters of Sawmill Creek to its mouth and mottled sculpin were found at all 21 sites in the watershed survey.  This contrasts with monitoring conducted on Sawmill Creek in 2004 and 2007 where mottled sculpin were virtually absent in the surveys (WDNR, 2004; WDNR, unpublished data).  In fact, the 2007 survey conducted at STH 78 showed the presence of 19 species, most of them transitional or warmwater species (Lyons, et.al., 2009).  This is in contrast to a coldwater system which typically has only a few species and is dominated by cold water fish (Lyons, et. al., 1996).  In 2018, the survey at STH 78 showed the presence only 3 species – 2 coldwater and 1 transitional species.  The cause of this transformation isn’t certain. Both Sawmill and Erickson Creeks were already considered trout streams due to their good sources of spring flow (WDNR, 2003).  It may be due to increased baseflows over the years caused by higher precipitation which augments groundwater tables.  It could be due to implementation of best management practices (BMPs) designed to promote infiltration of water and reduce runoff.  The addition of rip-rap to stabilize banks in the 1990’s added hard substrate which is more favorable to sculpin.  However, the sculpin didn’t show up - in low numbers – until 2010.  There were still many areas that were high in silt.  The difference in substrate would not explain the absence of other warm or transitional species which prefer hard substrate.  Since water temperature data is lacking, the is no way to definitively answer this question.

As shown in Table 5, fall fingerling browns are stocked annually in Sawmill.  However, no stocking occurred in 2017.  This means that all the young-of-the-year (YOY) browns found in 2018 must be the result of natural reproduction.  The site at Hay Hollow Road contained the highest number of YOY brown trout at 33, or 43% of the trout captured.  It also incidentally had one of the highest habitat scores.  All other sites contained a few to a dozen YOY. 
In spring, 2017, 500 adult brook trout were stocked in Erickson Creek.  None were found in the summer, 2018 surveys.  Likewise, rainbow trout have been stocked annually in the stream.  While many are yearling fish at 9 to 10 inches, there have been stocking of small fingerlings as well.  Only 13 rainbows were captured at the Erickson Creek sites in 2018.  Interestingly, 14 were captured in Sawmill Creek just downstream of the confluence with Erickson.  The most recent stockings of brown trout in Erickson have been adult fish.  There was very little in the way of evidence of natural reproduction in Erickson Creek during the 2018 surveys.  Only 7 YOY were captured, and those were all at the Vinger Road site.  However, there are multiple year classes of trout captured in the stream, so there must be some reproduction occurring or they migrate up from Sawmill Creek.  Whether the absence of brook trout, rainbow trout, and even YOY brown trout in Erickson Creek is because of water temperature, water quality, habitat, or a combination of these has yet to be determined.
From a size structure and density standpoint, both Sawmill and Erickson Creeks are generally below the 50th percentile of trout waters in the driftless area (Table 6).  There were certain sections of Sawmill and Erickson that saw YOY production in the upper 50th percentile.   The headwaters area of Sawmill was better for production of fish than the lower half.  Erickson Creek only had 1 site where there were any YOY trout.  Perhaps not surprisingly, larger fish (>8”) were scarce in the very upper most sections of both creeks and populations generally increased the farther down one proceeds on both systems. 

There are two sites on Sawmill Creek that have been sampled with enough regularity to explore population trends (WDNR, 2019b).  Catch rates of trout across all size classes at Sawmill Road have remained relatively stable.  The 2013 survey showed increased from 2004 but declined in 2018 to rates similar to the 2004 survey (Figure 2).  This decline in 2018 is not unique to Sawmill Creek and was noted throughout the region – likely a result of weather/climate conditions that were counter-productive to trout survival (WDNR, unpublished data). At CTH H, catch rates of yearling, adult, and quality size classes have increased since 2004 and the YOY catch rates have remained relatively stable (Figure 3). The mean relative weight of brown trout in Sawmill Creek is 92.8, indicating the trout are in excellent body condition. Only eleven fish (5%) were in poor body condition - below the relative weight index score of 75. (Figure 4). Erickson Creek fish were slightly less robust (Figure 5), but still healthy with the mean relative weight of brown trout in Erickson Creek at 86.1, indicating the trout are in good body condition. Fourteen fish (15%) were in poor body condition. (WDNR, 2019b).  One could describe the population/density structure of both streams as adequate but not remarkable. Although these streams are currently functioning as the coldwater systems, they are not pristine.  The next most predominant fish species is white sucker, which are a thermally transitional and tolerant species (Lyons, et. al., 2009).  They are quite prevalent in the lower sections of both Erickson and Sawmill Creeks, owing to their ability

Table 5:  Stocking Records for Sawmill and Erickson Creeks since 2012
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Table 6: Brown Trout Population and Size Structure for Sawmill and Erickson Creeks in Comparison to 
other Driftless Area Trout Streams
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Figure 2: Size Specific Catch Rates of Brown Trout in Sawmill Creek at Sawmill Road 2004-2018
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Figure 3: Size Specific Catch Rates of Brown Trout in Sawmill Creek at CTH H 2004-2018
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Figure 4: Relative Weights of Brown Trout Collected in Sawmill Creek in 2018
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A relative weight value greater than 100 (dashed line) indicated a fish in excellent condition while a relative weight value less than 75 (solid line) indicates a fish in poor condition

Figure 5: Relative Weights of Brown Trout Collected in Erickson Creek in 2018
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A relative weight value greater than 100 (dashed line) indicated a fish in excellent condition while a relative weight value less than 75 (solid line) indicates a fish in poor condition

to tolerate less than desirable conditions, including marginal habitat, hydrologic manipulation, siltation and turbid conditions.  There are still many sites on both streams where bank erosion is an issue.  Nearly half of the sites sampled had poor or fair bank erosion scores.  Fine sediments were the predominant substrate at 13 of 21 sites.
As was noted in the results section, overall habitat scores and individual metrics were highly variable and site dependent.  However, both streams are consistently well buffered, either in wet meadow or woodland.  There are sections in the headwaters of Sawmill Creek, especially upstream of Badger Road, that flow through a large wet meadow.  This area has good gradient, and hard substrate.  These sections likely serve as spawning areas for trout. Old rip-rap and habitat projects are in various state.  Rip-rapped corners are fairly stable.  Some habitat (LUNKERS) structures are still functioning while others have become inundated with sediment or even rock. Many sections would benefit from habitat improvement and bank stabilization projects.  Stream narrowing could help with scour of sediment.
Phosphorus samples taken in 2017 and 2018 showed concentrations to be near or above the state standard of 0.075 mg/L.  Because volunteers take samples on a set day, weather conditions prior to and during the sample event are uncontrolled.  Therefore, samples may represent a range from baseflow concentrations to event concentrations.  The highest concentration on Erickson Creek in 2018 was observed during a 1+ inch rain event in May, when crops have been planted, but a stable canopy is not yet able to deflect the impact of rain, thus fields are vulnerable to runoff. The samples on Sawmill Creek were taken upstream of the confluence with Erickson to get an idea of how they compare relative to one another.  In almost all cases, the concentration in Sawmill Creek was less than Erickson Creek. This could indicate that the concentration of phosphorus in Sawmill Creek is lower than Erickson, although not significantly.  Precipitation was above normal for most of the growing season period (Wisconsin State Climatology Office, 2018).  The volunteers continued to collect samples in the 2019 growing season. Similar results were noted.  In combining results from 2017 through 2019, the median concentration for Sawmill Creek remained at 0.071 mg/L while the median concentration of Erickson Creek rose to 0.091 mg/L.  According to the Wisconsin Consolidated Assessment and Listing Methodology (WDNR, 2020), Erickson Creek would be placed on the state’s 303(d) list of impaired waters for phosphorus.
The macroinvertebrate data seemed to represent the overall conditions of the watershed.  Weigel (2003) reported that the macroinvertebrate IBI reflected the combination of watershed land cover and local riparian and instream conditions strongly influence one another.  While watershed and local variables explain a significant portion of variance among sites, Weigel found that in the driftless region, localized stressors were of greater importance to explain the IBI than in other parts of the state.  As discovered in the habitat surveys, the streams of the watershed generally have a good buffer, but streambank erosion and sediment deposition vary by segment.  There are still some defined localized sources of sediment and nutrients.  The HBI, another macroinvertebrate metric related to the level of organic pollution, showed little in the way of this type of stressor, which would most likely be in the form of manure.[image: ]
Sawmill Creek looking upstream from Gould Hill Road

Conclusion
It is a pleasant surprise that Sawmill and Erickson Creeks have moved more toward cold water systems they are purported to be.  Whereas less than 20 years ago, coldwater species were absent from these systems save for the trout planted there, the trout and mottled sculpin – both coldwater indicator species – now dominate the species assemblage.  There is also evidence of natural reproduction in Sawmill Creek.  This should be a source of pride to residents in the watershed.  

The transition to a colder community could be the result of colder water temperatures.  This could be due to increased precipitation resulting in a more enhanced water table and thus discharge to these systems.  It could also be the result of better farming practices which have allowed for better infiltration of water and reduced runoff. There are progressive farmers and landowners in the watershed.
· The department, Green and Lafayette county staff should work with these partners to promote agricultural practices such as no-till and cover crops which promote infiltration of water.
District fisheries management has spent considerable time pursuing fishing easements in the district.  There has been some are interest in further habitat improvement/easements in the watershed.
- 	Fisheries management should continue to work with landowners in this area (See summary below for specific fisheries management goals)
Additional recommendations are as such:
· The department should conduct temperature monitoring to determine the contemporary thermal regime of these streams.  
-	 Erickson Creek should be placed on the state’s 303(d) list of impaired waters due to phosphorus.
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Fish Management Goals and Objectives for Sawmill and Erickson Creeks
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1) Maintain the trout Class II designation for the watershed while working towards improving the Yearling and Adult survival and YOY capacity of the brown trout fishery. There are many locations with underperforming or non-existent trout populations; increasing the trout population within the watershed is a high priority.

Increase catch rates of Yearling and Adult brown trout to the Driftless median levels. Improving the physical habitat (added depth, woody additions, scouring holes, and gravel riffles) through habitat improvement projects should result in increased trout abundance of all sizes. 

Management goal: Increase Yearling and Adult brown trout catch rates to 213 and 62 per mile, respectively.

2) Public angling opportunities are severely lacking in the watershed and increasing public access through easements and acquisitions is a high priority. WDNR should continue to support and work with local organizations such as Trout Unlimited, Pecatonica Pride, Green County staff, and other willing partners to increase public access and awareness of the cold-water fishery in Green and Lafayette Counties. Lands enrolled in public access programs like stream bank easements open the door for future stream bank and trout habitat improvement funds to be invested within the watershed. For example, WDNR Trout Stamp funds are surcharges on trout stamp license fees. These funds are spent improving trout habitat but can only be utilized on lands open to the public.

Management goal: Enroll at least 1 mile of stream bank easements or fee title acquisitions for public access before the next watershed assessment. Conduct at least ½ mile of stream bank improvement projects on newly acquired easements or lands to improve the fishery.

3) Continue stocking program of large fingerling brown trout at appropriate levels and locations that we have documented survival. 
a. Do not stock small fingerling fish due to poor survival
i. Stock large fingerlings, yearling, and brood stock size classes
b. Do not stock put-and-take rainbows in places anglers are not likely to utilize
c. Do not stock areas with high natural reproduction 
d. Do not stock brook trout due to poor history of survival

Management goal: evaluate angler exploitation of brown trout fishery within the watershed planning group with angler creel survey.

4) Maintain harvest opportunities with current regulation of 8” minimum, 3 daily bag limit

From: WDNR.  2019.  Comprehensive Fishery Survey of Sawmill Creek Watershed. Green County, Wisconsin 2018.  By Dan Oele, Fisheries Biologist, WI DNR. (Draft)
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Station Name
Erickson Creek - CTHH
Erickson Creek - Sawmill Road
Erickson Creek - Private 1
Erickson Creek- Yarkee In.
Erickson Creek - Private 2.
Erickson Creek - Vinger Road
Erickson Creek - Gould Hill Road

Sawmill reek - York Center Rd (lower crossing)
Sawmill Creek - Badger Road
Sawmill Creek - Hay Hollow Rd
Sawmill Creek - rivate 3
Sawmill Creek - CTHU
Sawmill reek - Sawrmill Road
Sawmill Creek - Private 4
Sawmill reek - Gouid Hill RS
Sawmill reek - rivate 5 (2]
Sawmill reek - rivate 5 (b)
Sawmill reek - Kainz Rd
Sawmill Creek - STH78

Unnamed Trib (906700) o Sawmill Ck at confluence

Unnamed Trib (908100) o Sawmill C at Sawmill 3

Erickson Creek - CTHH
Erickson Creek - Sawmill Road
Erickson Creek - Private 1
Erickson Creek- Yarkee In.
Erickson Creek - Private 2.
Erickson Creek - Vinger Road
Erickson Creek - Gould Hill Road

Sawmill reek - York Center Rd (lower crossing)
Sawmill Creek - Badger Road
Sawmill Creek - Hay Hollow Rd
Sawmill Creek - rivate 3
Sawmill Creek - CTHU
Sawmill reek - Sawrmill Road
Sawmill Creek - Private 4
Sawmill reek - Gouid Hill R
Sawmill Creek - rivate 5(z)
Sawmill Creek - rivate 5 (b)
Sawmill Creek - Kainz Rd
Sawmill Creek - STH7E

Unnamed Trib (906700) o Sawmill Crk at confluence

Unnamed Trib (306100) to Sawmill Crk at Sawmill Rd

Riffle

Sweam Rparian Bank  Pool  Width Rifle Fne  Fish

Swims Width  Buffer Eosion Aea  Depth Ratio  Sediments Cover

Station|d  DateTime Flow(ams) Amt  Sore  Score  Sore  Sore  Seore  Score  Score  Total Habitat Score (Fating)
10051262 01-Jun18 - 075 15 10 o 10 10 5 555 (Good)
10051263 04-Jun18 - 175 15 10 0 B B 10 550(Good)
10088850 04-Jur18 - 2 15 15 3 10 10 10 1073 (Good)
1006715 12uHE 008 28 15 B 7 0 B 5 037 Fain)
10051268 13Jub18 - 35 0 s 7 1 1 10 10/52(Good)
1003473 12uHE 013 21 15 15 3 s s 5 553 (Good)
100472 120HE 013 28 15 B 3 B B 5 543 (Fain)
10051265 01-Jun15 - 2 15 s o 0 s 15 5 5 Fain)
233050 01-Jun18 - 135 15 10 0 1 10 15 10 70(Good)
233215 134uH8 - 25 15 B 7 10 15 10 10 72(Good)
10012083 13Jub18 - 3 0 10 3 10 10 5 1553 (Good)
1002083 11uHE 015 51 15 0 0 0 0 0 015 (Poor)
1002080 11uHE 018 48 15 0 0 0 0 0 10 25 (Fair)
10051263 13Jub8 - B 15 15 0 10 15 15 10 80 (Bxcellent)
1001672 13JubE - 35 10 10 0 10 B 5 10 50 (Good)
10051255 05Jul18 - 3 o 10 0 15 1 5 15 55 (Good)
10051258 05Julls - 25 5 s 3 10 s 5 10,53 (Good)
10051253 05Jul18 - 5 10 s 0 10 s 0 10 40 (Fai)
1002081 11uHE  0&2 58 15 s 0 0 0 0 525 Fain)
10051365 0L-Jun18 - 1 15 15 3 1 15 5 578 (Bxcellent)
1005189 05-Jur15 - 2 15 1 0 s s 5 5 45 Fain)

Comments

TEMP WAS WARMER THEN EXPECTED GIVEN PROXIMITY TO SPRING LPSTREAM. LOW FLOW. MODERATE AMOUNT OF SEDIMENT.
PRETTY SMALL STREAM WITH STEEP GRADIENT. THOUGHT THERE WOULDBE MORE SCULPIN

HABITAT LOOKS GOOD. THOUGHT THERE WOULD BE MO RE TROUT BECAUSE ITS A STOCKING SITE FOR RAINBOWS.

‘OLD ROCK IN CORNERS; SOME ERODING BANKS; RUBBLE COBBLE ANDSILT

PRETTY GOOD NUMBER OF TROUT, NOT IDEAL LANDSCAPE BUT NOT A BAD PASTURE.

ROCKY BOTTOM; SOME SILT; LIGHTLY PASTLRED; OLD ROCK IN BENDS

ROCK ANDSILT; 20+ YEAR OLDROCK AND LUNKERS IN GOOD SHAPE

PRETTY SKINNY. GETTING NEAR WHERE IT MUST BECOME MACRO INVERTESRATE WATER
NICE RIFFLES/RUNS. UNDERCUT BANKS ANDOVERHANGING VEGETATION. GOODBUFFER

NICE STRETCH OF STREAM, RELATIVELY UNDISTURBED. NICE RIFFLE/RUN COMPLEXES, SUBMERGED AND OVERHANGING VEGETATION.
RIP-RAPPED AS PART OF 1930'S PRIORTTY WATERSHEDPROJECT. VARIETY OF HABITATS. GOODNUMBERS OF TROUT.

'SEDIMENT, ERODING BANKS; OLDRIP-RAP IN CORNERS

'SAND AND FINE SEDIVIENTS; ERODING BANKS; WELL BUFFERED

‘ONE OF THE NICEST SECTIONS OF SAWMILLCREEK. NATURAL GOOD GRADIENT.

RIP-RAP FROM OLDPRIORITY WATERSHED PROJECT. STILL IN FAIRLY GOODCONDITION. SOME AREAS OF EROSION.

HABITAT PROJECT DONE IN 19905, STILLLOOKS GOOD BUT ONLY 10F 3 LUNKERS FUNCTIONAL. STREAM IS DEEP/NARROW, OFFERING GOOD COVER
THS SECTION DIDNOT HAVE HABITAT WORK DONE ON IT. FAIRLY WIDE AND SHALLOW, MOSTLY SAND BOTTOM, SOME RAW OUTSIDE BANKS.

NOT GREAT HABITAT. RAW BANKS, SILT AND CLAY BOTTOM. STREAM RESTORATION PROJECT WOULD LIKELY YIELD GOOD RESULTS.

‘OLD HABITAT WORK; NEEDS MAINTENANCE; SILT SOME NATURAL WOOD COVER

PROBABLY AGOOD NURSERY STREAM FOR BROWN TROUT

'SMALL STREAM. SANDBOTTOM AND COLD. WATERSHEDLOOKS GOOD
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Date Erickson Sawmill Comments

05/30/17 0.074 0.052

06/29/17 0.643 0.341 3-4" rain event on 6/29

07/31/17 0.077 0.061

08/29/17 0.069 0.063

09/28/17 0.097 0.135 0.1 to 0.25" precipitation

10/30/17 0.064 0.069

05/14/18 2.860 0.173 1.25" of rain May 12-14

06/18/18 0.102 0.084

07/16/18 0.077 0.061

08/20/18 0.063 0.071

09/24/18 0.118 0.087

10/17/18 0.095 0.070

Average 0.362 0.106

Median 0.086 0.071
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Station IDStation Name IBI (Rating) HBI (Rating)

10051146Sawmill Crk at York Center Rd (lower crossing) 8.61 (Excellent) 2.13 (Excellent)

233215Sawmill Creek - Hay Hollow Rd S. 16 5.19 (Good) 4.01 (Very Good)

10016792Sawmill Cr. - Gould Hill Rd. 5.04 (Good) 4.94 (Good)

10012081Sawmill Creek - Upstream Of Sth 78 4.66 (Fair) 4.63 (Good)

10051145Unnamed Trib (906700) to Sawmill Crk at confluence 5.62 (Good) 3.95 (Very Good)

10051189Unnamed Trib (906100) to Sawmill Crk at Sawmill Rd 7.66 (Excellent) 3.77 (Very Good)

10051143Erickson Creek at Sawmill Road 5.09 (Good) 4.36 (Very Good)

10016713Erickson - Yankee Ln. 5.02 (Good) 4.65 (Good)

10034792Erickson Creek- east of Gould Hill Rd 3.49 (Fair) 5.26 (Good)
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County Waterbody NameSpecies Age Class Stocking DateNumber Fish StockedLbs StockedAverage Length

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 17-Apr-12 105 34 9.3

LAFAYETTE ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 17-Apr-12 105 34 9.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 21-Mar-13 134 39 9

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 21-Mar-13 134 39 9

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 25-Mar-14 124 40 9.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 25-Mar-14 123 40 9.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK BROWN TROUT YEARLING 30-Apr-14 218 68 9.2

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK BROWN TROUT YEARLING 30-Apr-14 218 68 9.2

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 15-Apr-15 121 40 9.4

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 15-Apr-15 121 40 9.4

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTSMALL FINGERLING 26-Apr-16 1702 6 2.1

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTSMALL FINGERLING 26-Apr-16 1702 6 2.1

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTSMALL FINGERLING 26-Apr-16 1702 6 2.1

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 26-Apr-16 111 45 10

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 26-Apr-16 111 44 10

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 26-Apr-16 111 44 10

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK BROWN TROUT YEARLING 05-May-16 160 51 9.2

LAFAYETTE ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTSMALL FINGERLING 26-Apr-16 1702 6 2.1

LAFAYETTE ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 26-Apr-16 110 44 10

LAFAYETTE ERICKSON CREEK BROWN TROUT YEARLING 05-May-16 160 50 9.2

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK BROOK TROUT ADULT (BROODSTOCK) 14-Feb-17 250 81 9.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK BROOK TROUT ADULT (BROODSTOCK) 14-Feb-17 250 80 9.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK BROWN TROUT ADULT (BROODSTOCK) 15-Mar-17 157 36 8.3

LAFAYETTE ERICKSON CREEK BROWN TROUT ADULT (BROODSTOCK) 15-Mar-17 158 36 8.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 30-Apr-18 121 52 10.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 30-Apr-18 121 53 10.3

GREEN ERICKSON CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-18 2000 19 2.9

LAFAYETTE ERICKSON CREEK RAINBOW TROUTYEARLING 30-Apr-18 121 52 10.3

County Waterbody NameSpecies Age Class Stocking DateNumber Fish StockedLbs StockedAverage Length

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-12 466 4 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-12 467 5 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-12 467 4 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 26-Aug-13 361 4 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 26-Aug-13 360 4 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 14-Oct-13 272 3 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 14-Oct-13 271 3 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 30-Sep-14 222 2 2.8

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 30-Sep-14 221 2 2.8

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-15 438 6 3.3

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-15 439 6 3.3

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-15 438 6 3.3

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 10-Oct-16 585 7 3.1

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 10-Oct-16 584 7 3.1

No stocking done in 2017

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-18 1884 18 2.9

GREEN SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-18 1883 18 2.9

LAFAYETTE SAWMILL CREEK BROWN TROUT LARGE FINGERLING 08-Oct-18 1883 18 2.9
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Stream 

or WBIC

Site

SWIMS 

Station ID

Brook 

Stickleback Brown Trout

1

Common 

Shiner

Creek 

Chub

Fantail 

Darter

Green 

Sunfish

Mottled 

Sculpin

Northern 

Brook 

Lamprey

Rainbow 

Trout

Shorthead 

Redhorse

Southern 

Redbelly 

Dace

White 

Sucker

Modeled 

Natural 

Community

Verified 

Natural 

Community Cold IBI

3

Small Stream 

IBI

4

CTH H 10051144 3 7 CCHW CCHW N/A 30 (Poor)

2

Sawmill Road 10051143 2 18 CCHW Cold 40 (Fair)

2

Private 1 10048650  1 (6.6) 90 1 Cold Cold 50 (Fair)

Yankee Hollow Road 10016713 6 (6.5 - 7.9) 61 Cold Cold 50 (Fair)

Private 2 10051264 43 (5.9 - 12.1) 6 10 352 1 1 15 Cold Cold 60 (Good)

Vinger Road 10034793 1 38 (2.5 - 16.2)  7 1 130 7 10 Cold Cold 50 (Fair)

Gould Hill Road 10034792 18(6.4 - 15.7) 74 4 2 CCHW Cold 60 (Good)

York Center Rd (Lower crossing 10051146 2 2 (5.8) 4 Cold Cold 40 (Fair)

2

Badger Road  233050 5 28 (1.6 - 6.8)  5 4 Cold Cold 60 (Good)

Hay Hollow Road 233215 3 76 (2.0 - 13.3)  33 4 55 Cold Cold 70 (Good)

Private 3 10012083 2 47 (2.9 - 13.2)  3 3 12 103 21 Cold Cold 40 (Fair)

CTH U 10012083 42 (3.1 - (14.1)  1 15 51 Cold Cold 30 (Fair)

Sawmill Road 10012080 15 (6.6 - 12.4) 53 3 Cold Cold 60 (Good)

Private 4 10051263 1 53 (2.8 - 14.2)  12 15 25 175 30 Cold Cold 40 (Fair)

Gould Hill Road 10016792 22 (2.5 - 12.5)  6 3 1 91 6 49 Cold Cold 20 (Poor)

Private 5 (a) 10051255 22 (6.3 - 13.6) 25 1 15 Cold Cold 40 (Fair)

Private 5 (b) 10051254 24 (2.3 - 14.3)  1 1 12 60 1 22 Cold Cold 40 (Fair)

Kainz Road 10051253 37 (6.5 - 16.8) 100 2 14 3 29 Cold Cold 50 (Fair)

STH 78 10012081 33 (6.8 - 14.4) 50 23 CCMS Cold 40 (Fair)

906700Unnamed Upstrm Confl. w/ Sawmill Cr. 10051145 8 (1.6 - 10.7) 1 3 Cold Cold 70 (Good)

2

906100Unnamed at Sawmill Road 10051189 14 Cold Cold 50 (Fair)

2

1) Total number (Size range in inches) Number of YOY

2) Technically too few fish collected to calculate NC or IBI

3) Cold IBI Rating: <20 (Poor); 30-50 (Fair); 60-80 (Good); 90-100 (Excellent)  Lyons, et. al., 1996

4) Small and Intermittent Stream IBI (Lyons, 2006):  <30 = Poor; 40-60 = Fair;   70-80 = Good;  >90 = Excellent 

Tolerant Species

Coldwater Indicator Species; Italics indicates intolerant

Erickson Creek

Sawmill Creek


