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County & DL CE Date  $-/85 - &2 Evaluator foge oy o Classification Lt - 4 o ya { Jeour y

Y
ﬁating Ttem Category
Excellent Good Fair Poor

. Erosion No evidence of significant Kﬁ) Some erosion evident. No | 10 Moderate erosion evident.| 14 Heavy erosion evident. [16
erosion. Stable forest or significant "raw" areas. Erosion from heavy storm Probable erosion from
grass land. Little potential Good land mgmt. practices events obvious. Some any runoff.
for future erosion. in area. Llow potential “raw" areas. Potential

for significant erosion. for significant erosion.
2. Nonpoint No evidence of significant 4 Some potential sources. 8 Moderate sources. {Small <1§) Obvious sources. (Major {20
Source source. Little potential {roads, urban area, farm wetlands, tile fields, wetland drainage, high
for future problem. fields). urban area, intense use urban or industrial
agriculture). ¥asiuid area, feed lots,
Ty D impoundment ).
3. Erosion, No evidence of significant 76:} Infrequent, small areas, 9 Moderate frequency and 15 Many eroded areas. 18
Failure erosion or bank failure. - mostly healed over. size. Some "raw" spots. "Raw" areas frequent
Little potential for Some potential in extreme Erosion potential during #ong straight sections
future problem. floods. high flow. and bends.

4. Vegetative 90% plant density. Diverse >§)‘ 70-90% density. Fewer 9 50-70% density. Domin- 15 <50% density. Many raw [18

Protection trees, shrubs, grass. Plantg™ plant species. A few ated by grass, sparse areas. Thin grass, few
healthy with apparently good barren or thin areas. trees and shrubs. Plant if any trees and shrubs.
root system. Yegetation appears gener- types and conditions

ally healthy. suggest poorer soil
binding.

5. Channel Ample for present plus 8 Adequate. Overbank flows | 10 Barely contains present (li) Inadequate, overbank 16

Capacity some increase. Peak flows rare. W/D ratio 8-15. peaks. Occasional flow common. ¥/D ratio
contained. W/D ratio<7. overbank flow. W/D ratio >2s.

15 to 25.

6. Deposition Little or no enlarge- iﬁ) Some new increase in bar 9 Moderate deposition of 15 Heavy deposits of fine |18
ment of channel or point formation, mostly from new gravel and course material, increased bar
bars. course gravel. sand on old and some new development.

bars.
7. Scouring and | Less than 5% of the (4) | 5 to 30 affected. Scour | 8 | 30 to 50% affected. 16 | More than 50Z.pf the |20

Deposition

bottom affected by scouring
and deposition.

at constrictions and where
grades steepen. Some
deposition in pools.

Deposits and scour at
obstructions, constric-
tions and bends. Some
filling of pools.

bottom changing nearly
year Tong. Pools almost
absent due to depositiond




_Rati’  “tem
i ExcelTent 4 Fair Poor
5. Substrate Greater than 50% rubble, 2 30 to 50% rubble, gravel 7 10 to 30% rubble, gravel 17 Less than 10% rubble,
. gravel or other stable or other stable habitat. or other stable habitat. | gravel or other stable
§’ habitat. Adequate habitat. Habitat availability less habitat. Lack of
p= than desirable. habitat is obvious.
0
" '] u M H g/\ n
9. Average Depth| Greater than 24". 0 12% to 24", 6 6" to 12". ‘\19 Less than 6°.
07,2
L~
10. Flow Q7,2 Warm water,?5 cfs. @ Warm water, 2 to 5 cfs. 6 Warm water, .5 to 2 cfs. 129 Less than .5 cfs. .
Cold water, Cold water, 1 to 2 cfs. Cold water, .5 to 1 cfs. Stream may cease to
greater than 2 cfs. ontinuois flow. flow in very dry years.
11. Pool/Riffle, | 5 to 7. Variety of habitat.} 4 7 to 15. Adequate depth 8 15 to 25. Occassional 16 Greater than 25.
= Pool/Bend Deep riffles and pools. in pools and riffles. riffle or bend. Bottom Essentially a straight
b Ratio Bends provide habitat. contours provide some stream. Generally all
5 : . habitat. "flat water” or shallow
v riffle. Poor habitat.
12. Aesthetics Wilderness characteristics, | 8 High natural beauty. @ Common setting, not 14 Stream does not inhance
outstanding natural beauty. Trees, historic site. I offensive. Developed but aesthetics. Condition
Usually wooded or unpastured Some development may be uncluttered area. of stream is offensive.
corridor. visible.

Column Total --

Add column scores E 32 +G 1o +F &% +p 2O Total Reach Score 143

< 70= Excellent, 71-129 = Good, 130-200 = Fair, >200 Poor
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Source source. Little potential (roads, urban area, fam \wf wetlands, tile fields, wetland drainage, high
- for future problem. fields). urban area, intense use urban or industrial

agriculture). area, feed lots,
impoundment).

3. Erosion, No evidence of significant 6 j Infrequent, small areas, 9 Moderate frequency and 15 Many eroded areas. 18
Failure erosion or bank failure. e mostly healed over. size. Some "raw" spots. "Raw" areas frequent

Little potential for Some potential in extreme Erosion potential during along straight sections
future problem. floods. high flow. and bends.

4. Vegetative 907 plant density. Diverse |6 . | 70-90% density. Fewer 9 50-70% density. Domin- 15 <50% density. Many raw {18
Protection trees, shrubs, grass. Plantg- - plant species. A few ated by grass, sparse areas. Thin grass, few

healthy with apparently good barren or thin areas. trees and shrubs. Plant if any trees and shrubs.
root system. Yegetation appears gener- types and conditions
ally healthy. ’ suggest poorer soil
binding.

5. Channel Anple for present plus 8 ; Adequate. Overbank flows | 10 Barely contains present 14 Inadequate, overbank 16

Capacity some increase. Peak flows e rare. W/D ratio 8-15. peaks. Occasional flow common. W/D ratio
contained. W/D ratio<7. overbank flow. W/D ratio >25.
15 to 25.

6. Deposition Little or no enlarge- 6 15 Some new increase in bar 9 Moderate deposition of 15 Heavy deposits of fine [18
ment of channel or point o formation, mostly from new gravel and course material, increased bar
bars. course gravel. sand on old and some new development.

bars.
7. Scouring and | Less than 5% of the 4 } 5 to 30% affected. Scour 8 30 to 50% affected. 16 More than 50%.pf the 20
Deposition bottom affected by scouring | at constrictions and where Deposits and scour at bottom changing nearly
. and deposition. grades steepen. Sane obstructions, constric- year long. Pools almost
‘ deposition in pools. tions and bends. Some absent due to deposition,
. filling of pools. :
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Bottoi

Stream

outstanding natural beauty.
Usually wooded or unpastured
corridor. ‘

Trees, historic site.
Some development may be
visible.

offensive. Developed but
uncluttered area.

aesthetics. Condition
of stream is offensive.

Ratir T“tem Cater v
) s Excellent Good / ) rair Poor
G. Substrate Greater than 50% rubble, l?} 30 to 50% rubble, gravel 7 10 to 30% rubble, gravel |17 Less than 10% rubble, 22
gravel or other stable b or other stable habitat. or other stable habitat. gravel or other stable
habitat. Adequate habitat. Habitat availability less habitat. Lack of
than desirable. habitat is obvious.
:"{"

9. Average Depth| Greater than 24". 12¥ to 24", 6 6" to 12". JED Less than 6". 24
Q7,2 )

10. Flow Q7,2 Warm water,?5 cfs. ,0;} Warm water, 2 to 5 cfs. 6 Warm water, .5 to 2 cfs. |18 Less than .5 cfs. .| 24

Cold water, e Cold water, 1 to 2 cfs. Cold water, .5 to 1 cfs. Stream may cease to
greater than 2 cfs. Continuous flow. flow in very dry years.

11. Pool/Riffle, | 5 to 7. Variety of habitat. 7 to 15. Adegquate depth 8 15 to 25. Occassional 16 Greater than 25. 20
Pool/Bend Deep riffles and pools. in pools and riffles. e riffle or bend. Bottom Essentially a straight
Ratio : Bends provide habitat. contours provide some stream. Generally all

- habitat. "flat water" or shallow
riffle. Poor habitat.

12." Aesthetics Wilderness characteristics, High natural beauty. ’]Of Comnmon setting, not 14 Stream does not inhance| 16

Add column scores

< 70-= Excellent,

Column Total -~

+ P

Total Reach Score b?()

71-129 = Good, 130-200 = Fair,

> 200 Poor
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Ratin’  2m

Excellent

Good
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Poor
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fé habitat. Adequate habitat. Habitat availability less habitat. Lack of
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[sa]
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10. Flow Q7,2 Warm water,?5 cfs. ’ 0) Warm water, 2 to 5 cfs. 6 Warm water, .5 to 2 cfs. |18 Less than .5 cfs. .} 24
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greater than 2 cfs. Continuous flow. flow in very dry years.
«‘“‘ v
11. Pool/Riffle, | 57to 7. Variety of habitat.| 4 7 to 15. Adequate depth ifi) 15 to 25. Occassional 16 Greater than 25. 20
. Pool/Bend Deep riffles and pools. in pools and riffles. riffle or bend. Bottom Essentially a straight
o Ratio Bends provide habitat. contours provide some stream. Generally all
o D TE g Faawd S habitat. "flat water” or shallow
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Usually wooded or unpastured Some development may b uncluttered area. of stream 1s offensive.
corridor. visible. ’ hj
Column Total --
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healthy with apparently good barren or thin areas. trees and shrubs. Plant if any trees and shrubs.
root system. Yegetation appears gener- types and conditions
ally healthy. suggest poorer soil
binding.
5. Channel Ample for present plus . 8 Adequate. Overbank flows {10)) Barely contains present 14 Inadequate, overbank 16
Capacity sone increase. Peak flows rare. W/D ratio 8-15. N peaks. Occasional flow common. W/D ratio
contained. W/D ratio<7. overbank flow. W/D ratio 25.
15 to 25.
N
6. Deposition Little or no enlarge- “?/) Some new increase in bar 9 Moderate deposition of 15 Heavy deposits of fine |[i8
ment of channel or point ™ formation, mostly from new gravel and course material, increased bar
bars. course gravel. =~ = sand on old ‘and some new development.
bars.

7. Scouring and | Less than 5% of the 4 5 to 30% affected. Scour |{ é;} 30 to 50% affected. 16 More than 50% .pf the 20
Beposition bottom affected by scouring at constrictions and where| - Deposits and scour at bottom changing nearly
s and deposition. grades steepcn. Some obstructions, constric- year long. Pools alwost

— deposition in pools. tions and bends. Some absent due to depositfggs
: filling of pools. \
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Excellent Good Fair Poor

1. Erosion No evidence of significant ¢8 ) | Some erosion evident. No | 10 Moderate erosion evident.| 14 Heavy erosion evident. [16
erosion. Stable forest or [~ significant "raw"” areas. Erosion from heavy storm Probable erosion from
grass land. Little potential Good land mgmt. practices events obvious. Some any runoff.
for future erosion. in area. Low potential "raw" areas. Potential

for significant erosion. for significant erosion.
2. Nonpoint No evidence of significant 4 Some potential sources. (’8) Moderate sources. (Small| 16 Obvious sources. (Major |20
Source source. Little potential (roads, urban area, farm wetlands, tile fields, wetland drainage, high
for future problem. fields). ) urban area, intense use urban or industrial
agriculture). area, feed Jots,
: impoundment).
3. Erosion, No evidence of significant \Ew} Infrequent, small areas, 9 ‘oderate frequency and 15 Many eroded areas. 18
Failure erosion or bank failure. mostly healed over. size. Some "raw" spots. "Raw" areas frequent
Little potential for Some potential in extreme Erosion potential during along straight sections
future problem. floods. high flow. and bends.

4. Vegetative 90% plant density. Diverse &2,;1 70-90% density. Fewer 9 50-70% density. Domin- 15 <50% density. Many raw {18

Protection trees, shrubs, grass. Plantg plant species. A few ated by grass, sparse areas. Thin grass, few
healthy with apparently good barren or thin areas. trees and shrubs. Plant if any trees and shrubs.
root system. Yegetation appears gener- types and conditions

ally healthy. suggest poorer soil
binding.

5. Channel Ample for present plus 8 Adequate. Overbank flows | 10 Barely contains present 14 Inadequate, overbank (Hldﬁ

Capacity some increase. Peak flows rare. W/D ratio 8-15. peaks. Occasional flow common. W/D ratio [~
contained. W/D ratio<7. overbank flow. W/D ratio >25.

15 to 25.

6. Deposition Little or no enlarge- "6 ) | Some new increase in bar 9 Moderate deposition of 15 Heavy deposits of fine |18
ment of channel or point flo formation, mostly from new gravel and course material, increased bar
bars. » course gravel.. . . ... sand on old and some new development.

bars. o
w"’\\

7. Scouring and | Less than 5% of the 4 5 to 30% affected. Scour (:Eﬁj/ 30 to 50% affected. 16 More than 50% pf the 20

- Deposition bottom affected by scouring at constrictions and where =71 Deposits and scour at bottom changing nearly
and deposition. grades steepen. Some obstructions, constric- year long. Pools almost

deposition in pools. tions and bends. Some absent due to deposition]
fi1ling of pools.
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Some development may be
visible.
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aesthetics. Condition
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Excellent Good Fair Poor .
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8. Substrate Greater than 50% rubble, 30 to 50% rubble, gravel 7 16 to 30% rubble, gravel {17 Less than 10% rubble, < 22
= gravel or other stable or other stable habitat. or other stable habitat. gravel or other stable |~
8 habitat. Adequate habitat. Habitat availability less habitat. Lack of
4 than desirable. habitat is obvious.
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Q7,2
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outstanding natural beauty.
Usually wooded or unpastured
corridor.

Trees, historic site.
Some deve]opment may be
visible.

offensive. Developed but
uncluttered area.

aesthetics. Condition
of stream is offensive.

Ratin’  m Categfg ] -
: Excellent Good ’ Fair Poor
8. Substrate Greater than 50% rubble, 2 30 to 50% rubble, gravel 7 10 to 30% rubble, gravel ( 17 > Less than 10% rubble, 22
: gravel or other stable or other stable habitat. or other stable habitat. | gravel or other stable
.§ habitat. Adequate habitat. Habitat availability less habitat. Lack of
b than desirable. habitat is obvious.
[s0]
9. Average Depth| Greater than 24". 0 12" to 24", ¢l 6 > 6" to 12". 18 Less than 6". 24
Q7,2 1
10. Flow Q7,2 Warm water,?5 cfs. 0 Warm water, o 5 cfs. (: 6 ) Harm water, .5 to 2 cfs. |18 Less than .5 cfs. 24
Cold water, . (‘PTd water, l 0 2 C ’?ﬁ:} ' Cold water, .5 to 1 cfs. Stream may cease to
greater than 2 cfs. Continuous flow. flow in very dry years.
11. Pool/Riffle, | 5°to 7. Variety of habitat.| 4 7 to 15. Adequate depth 8 15 to 25. Occassional (; 16 > Greater than 25. 20
e Pool/Bend Deep riffles and pools. in pools and riffles. riffle or bend. Bottom Essentially a straight
b Ratio Bends provide habitat. contours provide some stream. Generally all
5 . habitat. "flat water" or shallow
© riffle. Poor habitat.
e
12. Aesthetics Wilderness characteristics,(?;iﬂi High natural beauty. 10 Common setting, not 14 Stream does not inhance| 16
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Excellent Good Fair Poor

1. Erosion Ho evidence of significant at; Some erosion evident. No | 10 Moderate erosion evident.| 14 Heavy erosion evident. 16
erosion. Stable forest or ) significant "raw™ areas. Erosion from heavy storm Probable erosion from
grass land. Little potential Good land mgmt. practices events obvious. Some any runoff.
for future erosion. in area. Llow potential "raw" areas. Potential

for significant erosion. for significant erosion.
2. Nonpoint No evidence of significant ¢ Some potential sources. 8 Moderate sources. (Small}| 16 Obvious sources. (Major [20
Source source. Little potential B (roads, urban area, fam wetlands, tile fields, wetland drainage, high
for future problem. fields). urban area, intense use urban or industrial
agriculture). area, feed lots,
~ impoundment).
3. Erosion, Ho evidence of significant ‘jé ﬁf Infrequent, small areas, 9 loderate frequency and 15 Yany eroded areas. 18
Failure erosion or bank failure. o mostly healed over. size. Some "raw" spots. "Raw" areas frequent
Little potential for Some potential in extreme Erosion potential during along straight sections
future problem. floods. high flow. and bends.

4. VYegetative 90% plant density. Diverse <;6‘£ 70-90% density. Fewer 9 50-70% density. Domin- 15 <50% density. Many raw |18

Protection trees, shrubs, grass. Plants—" plant species. A few ated by grass, sparse areas. Thin grass, few
healthy with apparently good barren or thin areas. trees and shrubs. Plant if any trees and shrubs.
root system. } Yegetation appears gener- types and conditions

ally healthy. suggest poorer soil
binding.
e,

5. Channel Ample for present plus 8 Adequate. Overbank flows | 10 Barely contains present 18/ Inadequate, overbank 16

Capacity some increase. Peak flows rare. Y/D ratio 8-15. peaks. Occasional - flow common. W/D ratio
contained. W/D ratioX7. overbank flow. W/D ratio >25,

15 to 25.

6. Deposition Little or no enlarge- 6 Some new increase in bar S Moderate deposition of 15 Heavy deposits of fine 7 f§?
ment of channel or point formation, mostly from new gravel and course material, Increased bar {™*
bars. course gravel. sand on old and some new development. |,

bars. '
P «x““f) LS
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7. Scouring and | Less than 5% of the 4 5 to 30% affected. Scour 8/ 30 to 50% affected. 16 More than 50% pf the 20

Deposition bottom affected by scouring at constrictions and where Deposits and scour at bottom changing nearly

; and deposition. grades steepen. Some obstructions, constric- year long. Pools almost

deposition in pools. tions and bends. Some | absent due to depositiQQ:
' filling of pools. \
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8. Substrate Greater than 50% rubble, 2 ? 30 to 50% rubble, gravel 7 10 to 30% rubble, gravel (17 Less than 10% rubble, 22
; gravel or other stable - or other stable habitat. or other stable habitat. gravel or other stable
3 habitat. Adequate habitat. Habitat availability less habitat. Lack of
b ‘ than desirable. habitat is obvious.
om
9. Average Depth| Greater than 24". 0 12" to 24", 6 6" to 12". HBW Less than 6", 24
.z «.Q)

10. Flow Q7,2 Warm water,?5 cfs. 0 Warm water, 2 to 5 cfs, () Warm water, .5 to 2 cfs. |18 Less than .5 cfs. 24
Cold water, 7 Cold water "I 102 cfs., ==z | Cold water, .5 to 1 cfs. Stream may cease to
greater than 2 cfs. IR s s e Continuous flow. flow in very dry years.

11. Pool/Riffle, | 5 to 7. Variety of habitat.| 4 7 to 15. Adequate depth 8 15 to 25. Occassional {16 , Greater than 25. 20

= Pool/Bend Deep riffles and pools. in pools and riffles. riffle or bend. Bottom [~ Essentially a straight
b3 Ratio Bends provide habitat. contours provide some stream. Generally all
5 B . habitat. "flat water" or shallow
© riffle. Poor habitat.

12. Aesthetics Wilderness characteristics, | 8 High natural beauty. w Common setting, not 14 Stream does not inhance| 16
outstanding natural beauty. Trees, historic site. offensive. Developed but aesthetics. Condition
Usually wooded or unpastured Some development may be uncluttered area. of stream is offensive.
corridor. visible.
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n. Erosion Mo evidence of significant . Ei;a Some erosion evident. No | 10 Moderate erosion evident.] 14 Heavy erosion evident. [16
erosion. Stable forest or [|= | significant "raw™ areas. Erosion from heavy storm Probable erosion from
grass land. Little potential} - Good land mgmt. practices events obvious. Some any runoff.
° for future erosion. in area. Low potential "raw" areas. Potential
.é for significant erosion. for significant erosion.
g
2 2. Nonpoint No evidence of significant 4 Some potential sources. |8 .| Moderate sources. (Small| 16 Obvious sources. {Major |20
Source source. Little potential {roads, urban area, farm wetlands, tile fields, wetland drainage, high
for future problem. fields). urban area, intense use urban or industrial
agriculture). area, feed lots,
: impoundment).
3. Erosion, No evidence of significant [-6. | Infrequent, small areas, 9 ‘foderate frequency and 15 Many eroded areas. 18
Failure erosion or bank failure. mostly healed over. size. Some "raw" spots. "Raw" areas frequent
Little potential for Some potential in extreme Erosion potential during along straight sections
% future problem. floods. high flow. and bends.
&8, Vegetative 90% plant density. Diverse ~5¢; 70-90% density. Fewer 9 50-70% density. Domin- 15 <50% density. Many raw |18
g Protection trees, shrubs, grass. Plantg ™’ plant species. A few ated by grass, sparse areas. Thin grass, few
= healthy with apparently good barren or thin areas. trees and shrubs. Plant if any trees and shrubs.
root system. Yegetation appears gener- types and conditions
ally healthy. suggest poorer soil
binding.
5. Channel Ample for present plus 48+ | Adequate. Overbank flows | 10 Barely contains present 14 Inadequate, overbank 16
Capacity some increase. Peak flows | rare. W/D ratio 8-15. peaks. Occasional flow common. ®/D ratio
M contained. W/D ratio<T7. overbank flow. W/D ratio >25.
[ 15 to 25.
@
IS ;"",M.k . —
% 6. Deposition Little or no enlarge- | 6./ Some new increase in bar 9 Moderate deposition of 15 Heavy deposits of fine [18
-1 ment of channel or point L e formation, mostly from new gravel and course material, increased bar
' bars. ~ course gravel.. sand on old and some new development.
bars. )
e |7- Scouring and | lLess than 5% of the 3;} 5 to 30% affected. Scour 8 30 to 507 affected. 16 More than 50%.of the 20
S|  Deposition bottom affected by scouring T~ at constrictions and where Deposits and scour at bottom changing nearly
ped and deposition. grades steepen. Some obstructions, constric- year long. Pools almost
= deposition in pools. tions and bends. Some absent due to deposition
- fi11ing of pools.




STATE OF WISCONSIN

CORBESPONDENCE/MEMOBANDUM

Date: June ”' 1982 File Ref: 3200

0. Dennis Weisensel
From: Greg Kornely
Subject:FISHER CREEK, FLORENCE COUNTY

The last intensive fishery investigation of Fisher Creek was conducted in
1968-1970. This investigation included survey work on those portions of
Fisher Creek both above and below Fisher Lake. A copy of that report is
included. In that report the lower 2.9 miles of stream from Hwy 2 to its
mouth, where it joins the Brule River, was considered Class I trout water.
The remaining 2.0 miles of stream above Hwy 2 to its headwaters was con-
sidered Class III trout water. Fisher Creek is both an inlet and outlet
to Fisher Lake in this area. The portion of Fisher Creek between Hwy 2
and Fisher Lake is stocked annually with 300 brook trout.

On June 8, 1982, two small sections of Fisher Creek above Fisher Lake were
surveyed with electrofishing gear. Two brook trout were captured in the
100° section north of Bloome Road and seven brook trout were captured in a
200" section above and below Hwy 70 and 101. A copy of this survey is also
inciuded. While no natural reproduction or spawning habitat was found in
these stations, more than one year class of trout was present.

Water temperatures were 520 F at the Bloome Road station at 11:30 a.m. and
530 F at the Hwy 70 station at 12:00 noon. This would indicate good ground-

water seepage into these sections of stream. The section of stream south
of Bloome Road runs through a pastured wetland.

A]thdugh only limited survey work was done at this time on the upper por-
tion of Fisher Creek, it would still be considered Class IIl trout water.

/
Greg Kornely A=
Natural Resources Technician

GK:jj
Attach.

AD-75
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF CONSERVATION
Madison, Wisconsin 53701

FISH DATA SUMMARY
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STRIZAM SURVEY ST ATION REPORT

"FCORM 3600-39

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

“)JINAME OF STREAM

| Survey Station

(POINT OF EXAMINATION

VIS T Ty DA e e ) . -~ -
DPPES D - cERL No. b, Hosteonin fome Aaw cmad (@leoma 4
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TLasaa o ! SoresTiHen T RaE
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—o f e 20 KT, [ ey Gree. aYeamo shac ac PSSRV
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WATER CONDUCTANCE |TEMPERATURE e pH TM.P.A,
C ’
P — oy . f
>, Clear  [7] Stained ["7] Dirty .
e | C
e 77| 2B Water MWEQTime | pp
WATER LEVEL CONDITIONS PRIOR WEATHER CONDIT!ONS
...... [n. Below ..\}{.Ndrmal ..In Above =83 ‘“/ ‘F Con i Pe ladn
POLLUTION ) ‘
A L BRI
STREAM BOTTOM TYPES (%) ( POOL GRADE
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; ‘ l POOL.- RIFFLE RATIO
...... w...Sand LLLSEE cereeen Marl L Detritus f QD Yo Vst
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O,
HNSTREAM COVER Scarce Common | Abundant Stable Unstable | AQUATIC LIFE Scarce ~Common | Abundan
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Rocks, boulders t DY Mayfly N
Logs, trees Ed Caddisfly
Debris be Shrimp
Aquatic Vegetation ¥ Crayfish
STREAM BANK VEGETATION
.................... % Cultivated cereersnnnnnnnn o Upland Hardwood ceereenreneneeneen % Swamp Conifer
.................... % Firm Pasture wiereeeniienneen. % Upland Conifer reeeserereneeneee %6 Shrub Marsh
20 % Meadow Pasture % Swamp Hardwood % Open Marsh
STREAM COVER FISHABILITY
{77] Dense £<] Partly Open [C7] Open ["7] Excellent [T} Good [[7] Fair ’<] Poor
BANK ERCSION DAMS Number Height Pool Area Above
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] < 7= Beaver (active) o
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Department of Natural Resources

STATION FISH SAMPLING SUMMATF
Form 3600-57
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12.5-12.9
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Department of Natural Resources STATION FISH SAMPLING  SUMMAR
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1
1.0- 1.4
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85- 89 1
9.0- 9.4 ;
95- 9.9 |
10.0 - 10.4 x
10.5 - 10.9
11.0-11.4
11.5-11.9
12.0-12.4
12.5-12.9
13.0-13.4
13.5-13.9
14.0 - 14.4
145-14.9
150-15.4
155-159
16.0 - 16.4
16.5-16.9
17.0-17.4
175-17.9
18.0-18.4
18.5-18.9
19.0-19.4
195-19.9
20.0 - 20.4
20.5-20.9

21.0-21.4

21.5-21.9

22.0-22.4

22.5-22.9

23.0 - 234
3.5-23.8
140 - 244

15-72429

25 + {give actual size)

TOTAL 7




Department of Natural Resources
INTRA-DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM
Woodruff
Sta%ion
) égﬁi o?§§gghfaéa;g7é Enforcement

TO: E. C. Thomsen

ATTH: Arthur R. Ensign

FROM: Randelph Steuck

SUBJECT: Trout Inventory and Classification of Fisher Creek,

Florence County, Brule River Watershed

Fisher Creek is located in the northwest part of Florence County and is tributary
to the Brule River. A medium hard water streanm having slightly alkaline, light
brown water, Figher Creek flows through Fisher Lake (54 acres) which is located
at the half way point in the Fisher Creek system. Two residential areas are
located in the Fisher Creek watershed, the City of Florence and the Village of
Commonwealth and several dairy and potato farms.

Iwo types of electro-fishing gear was used at twelve survey stations; the back-

pack shocker and a 120 volt DC generator with a 100-foot cord and one electrode.
Fative brook trout were found in the lower one-~half of stream and were in excellent
cendition. This portion of stream has good to excellent trout stream characteristics.
Only one brook trout (fingerling) was captured in the upper one-half of Fisher Creek,
this area being from Highways 2 and 141 upstream to the headwaters. Forage minnows
were scarce throughout the stream. Bluegills were found at one station just below
the outlet of Fisher lake. Aquatic vegetation iswry scarce in the lower one<half

of stream but is common in the upper portion of Fisher Creek. Twenty-five percent

of the stream length was surveyed.

Two population estimate stations were established in the Class TA portion of Fisher
Creek. Brook trout ranged from 1,266 to 1,713 per acre with a biomass of 28.0 to
75.4 pounds. Brook trout per mile ranged from 1,681 to 2,274 with a biomass of
50,4 to 100.1 pounds.

Fisher Creek has five road crossings, however, only one is located in the portion of
stream considered Class IA trout water. The only public land on Fisher Creek is
possibly several hundred feet at the Florence Ranger Station on Highway 2 and 500
feet of stream frontage (one bank) owned by Florence County, just upstream from
Highway 70.

Development close to the stream bank is light. A short section of Fisher Creek flows
through a corner of the City of Florence and in some places grass lawn is maintained
to the waters edge. The stream in this area is littered with discarded household
items and old tires. Portions of the stream in the headwaters area is farmed to the
waters edge.



Arthur R. Ensign - March 18, 1971 ’ 2.

Past fish management activity on Fisher Creek has been limited to fish stocking.
Currently, 300 brock trout holdovers are stocked in that portion of Fisher Creek
adjacent to the Florence Ranger Station. This part of the stream is Class III
trout water and fishing in this sector is limited to children 14 years of age and
under. Local information suggests that harvest of these stocked trout is heavy.
No trout were captured in this portion of the stream when surveyed in the month
of August. Fisher Creek is classified as Class IA brook trout water from its
confluence with the Brule River upstream to Highways 2 and 141, a distance of 2.9
miles (4.1l acres). TFrom Highways 2 and 141 upstream to the headwaters is Class
III trout water, 2 miles (1.2 acres). '

Acquisition or conservation easement of the portion of Fisher Creek chssified as
IA trout water is recommended. Even though road access in the Class IA portion

- of stream is very limited, no additional access is recommended, as a measure to
protect the near wilderness aspect of the stream. It is doubtful that any serious
management can be considered for that part of Fisher Creek from Fisher Lake upstreanm
because of low flow and smallness of the stream channel. Fisher Lake may have
potential for trout management, but this should only be considered after intense
lake investigation and if local interest warrants it. Fisher Lake has a surface
area of 54 acres and a maximum depth of 4G feet. The fish population in Fisher
Loke consists of northern pike, largemouth bass, brook trout, panfish, carp and
forage minnows. Fisher Lake is the only lake in Florence County known to have a
carp population.

Randolph Steuck

RS:1k

cec: Milton Burdick -~ Marinette
- C. N. Lloyad

Attach.

APPRO

s Zex Y
v Date’

- NOTED:

Date



WISCONSIN CONSERVATION DEPARTMENT Fi-318
Madison, Wisconsin 53701

STREAM SUMMARY REPORT

Name ....... Fisher Creek .o County .. Florence
Location S14,. THON. ,RISE Tributary to:_ Brule River
Watershed: Brule River Basin

Sizer Average width of trout water -9 . Total length of trout water %9 om
Area of trout water — 25 acres. Total length of stream k.9 mi.

Drainage Area: Direct .....Lf_‘i.‘?_c_l_';mi ° Total 9.6 sq. mi. _

Flow: te9(recorded) s Average velocity Moderate Gradient: 32 ft/mi.

Temperatures: Average 6,20F Minimum h7°F Mastimum 75°F

Water temperatures represent those taken during survey.

Watershed Land Use: Agriculture - 60%, resi {idential - 20%, forest - 20%

Forest - 50%, brush - 40%, meadow - 10%

Bank Cover:

Instream Covers fquatic vegetation scarce. Rocks and logs common. Debris common.

o % 14 .
Pool Grade and Pool-Riffle Ratie: __Cot2ss B and C pools. 50% riffles, 50% flat water,

80 ppm 229 (77°F) Cl-fiz-ell pH 7.1 Water color:Lt. Brown

MOA: Conductance:

Some solid waste disposal in stream within the city limits of Florence.

Problems (List):

High water temperatures discharged from Fisher Lake during the summer months.

Five road crossings. Wilderness type access on 5% of stream length.

Fishing Conditions: Access

thabnny‘GOOd on lower 2 miles. Poor on upper half.

Heavy pressure in Florence area, mostly Juveniles., Light
pressure downstream.

Brook trout vearling are stocked in the Florence Area to pravide fishing for

Fishing intensity

Comments:

children up to 14 years of age. Florence residents repmort o gond harvest of stocked—

trout. Twenty~five percent of the stream leneth was shocked. Recorded discharge

_represents total Ficher Creek flow to Brule River on that date,

November 6, 1970 Randy Steuck

Date

Investigator




WISCONSIN CONSERVATION DEPARTMENT Fi‘3“19
Madison, Wisconsin 53701 ’

Stream: Fisher Creek FISH DATA SUMMARY County: Flcrence
METHOD OF SAMPLING AREA SAMPLED NO., MARKED FISH STOCKED|STOCKING DATES g"

4
Back-pack AC, 120 DG, 100" cord g2 Fore® None None

(8ize group) STATION NUMBERS
sP TOTAL
ECiEs (inches) | 1 6 {7 | 8| 9130131 112 .

Fingbt gL | 26 2 o ol o] 1 6
Brook trout Yediliht/ -6 1 o6

Aty 6+ 4 3l
Marked Fish

Ny
VNI
QCofQofi— hx

[
no
£ RN RN

TOTAL 31
Fingerling
Yearling
Adults
Marked Fish

1721 28 9!lp2 10 ol ol 1 12

N
BAN

TOTAL
Fingerling
Yearling
Adults
Marked Fish

TOTAL
Fingerling
Yearling
Adults
Marked Fish

| TOTAL

OTHER SPECIES
White sucker
Sculpin
Lengnose Dace
Mudminnow 1
Creek chub 4

£
o]
ity
UGt
o}
g

aellasitav]
fd

i)

TOTAL 5 5 10
GRAND TOTAL 51 36 2 |33 9|2 |0 | ol 0] 1 134

MODAL SIZES OF THE PRIMARY SPECIES

Brook trout fgl. - 3.5, Yrig. - 5.5, Adult - 7.0

NUMBER PER ACRE ESTIMATED POUNDAGE PER ACRE
TROUT :OTHER SPECIES TROUT :OTHER SPECIES
See population i ‘ :
estimate data ! Insufficient data

EVALUATION Good native brook trout population in that segment of Fisher Creek from its con-
fluence with the Brule River upstream to Highways 2 and 141. High numbers of breok fingerling
in the lower one mile of stream. Fisher Creek is Class IAbrook trout water from its confluence
with the Brule River upstream to Highweys 2 and 141, (2.9 miles and 4.1 acres). From highways
2 and 141 upstream to the headwaters is Class III trout water (2.0 miles and 1.2 acres).

DATE INVESTIGATOR

Summer - 1668
Summer - 1670 Randy Steuck




STREAM SURVEY STATION REPORT

FI-242  population Estimate Station Two

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Box 450
Madison, Wisconsin 53701}

[NAME OF STREAM Survey Station  |POINT OF EXAMINATION

? Fisher Creek NOw oo 30Q' up and 300' downstream from town road
JNTY crossing in Section 22-15.

; Florence

iTownship |Range Seetion Distance Sampled| GEAR USED

.~ LON | 18E 22 @) goor 120V-DC, one electrode-100' cord

‘Avg. Width Avg, Depth VYol. of Flow VELOCITY Max, Flood Crest

i3 3 (k.5 e

f 11.0 0.8 3.0 (est.) [ Sluggish [ Moderate 2 Rapid 1.0’

WATER CONDUCTANCE |TEMPERATURE pH7 0 M.P.A.

| C .

T s . SRR 1 o

K Clear D Stained LD | 75087 Cor | 560 ter . 63T 12100 Thpe” Cl-8.5 ppmre:QFeuuceees DPI

WATER LEVEL COMDITIONS PRIOR

WEATHER COMNDITIONS

{ ......In, Below '}.{.....\Idrm;ﬂ

......In. Above

Heavy overcast - no rain past 48 hrs.

None observed

FOLLUTION

'STREAM BOTTOM TYPES (%)

.3.5......Gravel

POOL GRADE
B=-Ab., C=Ab.

, 3 ! 15.B b
........... Bedrock cereeeneeHardpan woo..Boulder weereeneenRubble POOL-RIFFLE RATIO ) )
.29...Sand LAQL s Marl A0 Detritus 505 pool-riffle conbinati.
‘AQUATIC VEGETATION (Species) Abund.| AQUATIC VEGETATION (Species) Abund.] AQUATIC VEGETATION (Species) Abunc
’ None observed
|
IMTTREAM COVER Scarce” Common | Abundant Stable Unstable | AQUATIC LIFE Scarce Common | Abundan
| sercut banks = 5 Stonefly P
Rocks, boulders - - Mayfly
Logs, trees - - Caddisfly ~
Debris - + Shrimp
Aquatic Vegetation 0 Crayfish
STREAM BANK VEGETATION
’ Aspen-Elm
..... cerenennnnnnen o Cultivated Y 4 S I Upland -Hardwood veenrensresnereeaando Swamp Conifer
0 Cedar-balsam
.................... % Firm Pasture 3% Upland Conifer eresenensasnsnaneendo Shrub Marsh
.................... % Meadow Pasture veerrennesseesnnnes o Swamp Hardwood rrseneserenenenen s Open Marsh i
STREAM COVER FISHABILITY
(71 Dense X ] Partly Open (7] Open [7] Excellent % Good [[7] Fair [T} Peor
BANK EROSION DAMS Humber Height Pool Area Above
[ Heavy [[] Medium [X] Light [[] None Man-made 0
BANK HEIGHTS
Beaver (active) 0
241
Beaver (inactive) 0
REMARKS  Excellent looking trout water.
(use back of sheet for additional remarks)
DATE OF SURVEY INVESTIGATOR
Randy Steuck

October 8, 1970




STATION FISH SAMPLING SUMMARY

FORM 3600-57

POPULATION ESTIMATE

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Population Estimate Station Twe

ST REAM

Fisher Creek

INVESTIGATOR

Randy Steuck

LENGTH

600"

Area
Sampled:

WIiDTH

11!

AREA (ACRES)
0.15

STATION NO.

NO. PER ACRE

DATE

10-8-70

SIZE RANGE

First run

SPECIES Second run

Brock trout

Brook

trout

1

Marked

Unmarked

Recap.

1.0- 14

15- 1.9

2.0- 2.4

2.5- 2.9

3.0- 3.4

3.5- 3.9

4.0- 4.4

fi=N

S- 4.8

5.4

o
o
+

5.9

ASLRAV]

[orRa®s

‘

6.4

6.9

SO
olun|o|u

7.4

|

<3

7.5

S = 2 = A NO NO AN

olis
.

8.4

:.D COFO

wloln
1

(M)

(c)

119

(39+65)

104=12376 =

65

65

(

R)

a5 ) Rl Sand Rew ) Reo) {Se)
Slinlol;l ol
'
s
(@]
w

Ty T P r LA B Rl

1266

brook

trout per ag

13.0-13.4

38-

O pounds

per acre

13.5-13.9

163

1l Dbrock

trout per mi

4.0-14.4

50,

L potinds

per mile

4.5-14.8

15.0-154

15.5-15.9

16,0 -16.4

.6.5 - 16.9

17.0-17.4

17.5-17.9

18.0 - 18.4

18.5 -18.9

19.0 -19.4

19.5-19.9

3.0 - 204

)0.5 - 20.9

1.0-21.4

21.5-21.9

22.0-22.4

22,5 - 22.9

23.0 - 23.4

23.5-23.9

4.0 - 24.4

24.5-24.9

25 + (give actual size)

TOTAL




STREAM SURVEY STATION REPORT

Fl-242

Population Estimate Station One

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Box 450
Madison, Wisconsin 53701

NAME OF STREAM Survey Station  |POINT OF EXAMINATION
Fisher Creek TR Started 50 feet upstream from confluence with
NTY Brule River and worked upstream 600',
Florence
Township [Range  |Section Distance Sampled| GEAR USED
1
hon | 18E 14 600" 120V-DC One electrode = 100! cord
Avg, Width Avg. Depth Vol, of Flow VELOCITY Max., Flood Crest
it. (1 cufes. (1)
11.0 0.8 5.0 (est.) [T Sluggish [T} Moderate [#) Rapid 1.0
WATER CONDUCTANCE | TEMPERATURE pH M.P.A.
C 7.2
. , : g premnees F P}
[ Clear [7] Stained [ 7] Dirty C o oR : ot
it S| e TR 0 Time OIS PR |l lBe po
WATER LEVEL CONDITIONS PRIOR WEATHER CONDITIONS ‘
......In. Below &..Normal ....In Above Very ligh't rain past 48 hrs.
POLLUTION
None observed.
POOL GRADE

STREAM BOTTOM TYPES (%)

B-Ab, C-Comm,

............ Bedrock weneenenn Hard e, Boul el . Rubbl . d....Gravel
oc Hardpan $Q....Boulder 10...Rubble 5Q....Gra SOOLRIFFLE RAYTS
w20 Sand OGS, Marl Detritus 60}3 nool-=riffle combinati
AQUATIC VEGETATION (Species) Abund.| AQUATIC VYEGETATION (Species) Abund.] AQUATIC VEGETATION (Species) Abun
Hone observed
INSTREAM COVER Scarce Common [ Abundant Stable Unstable | AQUATIC LIFE Scarce Common | Abundar
srcut banks ® %z Stonefly %
Rocks, boulders % % Mayfly
Logs, trees s % Caddisfly %
Debris 2% '3 Shrimp
1 Aquatic Vegetation 0 Crayfish e
iSTREAM BANK VEGETATION Aspen-eln
; Tag alder ‘
............. weree?s Cultivated v OD.....% Upland -Hardwood cermrerenssenneenenlo Swamp Conifer
................ ..../o Firm Pasture wrvsrneneneneneen o Upland Conifer ceeersssneseennanenae Shrub Marsh
.................... % Meadow Pasture crreneresnaennennenare Swamp Hardwood crrenrennnnennen T Open Marsh
;STREAM COVER FISHABILITY
[[7] Dense (7] Partly Open [7) Open ° [T} Excellent & Good [T} Fair 7] Peor
{ BANK EROSION DAMS Number Height Pool Area Above
["] Heavy ["7] Medium ¥ Light [[7] None Man-made 0
BANK HEIGHTS
Beaver (active) 0
2-5
2 Beaver (inactive) 0
REMARKS Stream flow rapid with spawning gravel.
(use back of sheet for additional remarks) -
DATE OF SURVEY INVESTIGATOR
October 7, 1970 Randy Steuck




STATION FISH SAMPLING SUMMARY
FORM 3600-57

POPULATION ESTIMATE

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOUR/CES

Population Estimate Station One

5T REAM

Fisher Creek

INVESTIGATOR

Randy Steuck

Areca
] Sampled:

LENGTH

600"

WIDTH

11!

AREA (ACRES)
0.15

STATION NO.

NO. PER ACRE

DATE

10-7-70

SIZE RANGE

First Run

SPECIES

Second Run

Brook Trout

Brook

trout

1

Marked

Unmarked

Recap.

1)
—
o

1.9

]

2.4

- 2.8

[VOREIRRE NG R P
olulolin|o
i

.0- 34

3.5- 3.9

= |

4 |1

4.0- 44

4.9

AR SYR SN o

5.0- 5.4

5.8

6.0- 6.4

£.5- 6.9

70- 74

[ ST () O

7.9

PO PO AN A [N RO -4 B AN

8.0- 8.4

[ E el B o B = ANV IV R VR N Ne R AV E SN 1N

3.5- 8.9

9.0- 9.4

8.5- 9.9

0.0 -10.4

Brook Trout

0.5-10.9

1.0-11.4

M) {c)

1.5-11.9

58 55+16)71 = 1118 = 2¢
16 16

7 brook

2.0-12.4

trout

2.5-12.9

(R)

b

er 600!

3.0-13.4

3.5-13.9

1,715

broold trout per dgcre

4.0-14.4

755

pounds breock troyt per ac

4.5-14.9

2,274

brook trout per nile

5.0-154

100.1

pounds brook trout per mi

5.5-15.9

6.0-16.4

6.5 - 16.9

7.0-17.4

75-17.9

2.0-18.4

38.5-18.9

9.0-19.4

95-19.9

0.0 - 20.4

0.5 - 20.9

21.0-21.4

'1.5-21.9

2.0-22.4

2.5-22.9

’3.0 -23.4

3.5 - 23.9

4.0 - 24.4

045 - 24.9

'5 1 (give actual size)

TOTAL

55

16






