
WATER L I N E S

The Friends of the Teton
River is dedicated to
understanding and
improving ground and
surface w ater resources
in the Teton Basin,
inc luding the Teton
River, its tributaries 
and wetlands. We will
further this mission by
c onducting sc ientific
researc h about the Teton
waters hed, effectively
c ommunic ating this
information to  the
public , and imple me nting
on-the-ground 
improvement projects. 
In carrying out this
mission we will ac tively
c ooperate and 
c ollaborate with all
o ther groups, agencies
and individuals  working
for the welfare of the
Teton Basin.
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Idaho delegation and
Congress recognize
importance of Teton
Valley and the
urgency of addressing
potential threats to its
water resources

On February 20,Congress and the
President finally completed action
on eleven outstanding appropria-
tions bills  for Fiscal Year  2003.
Tucked away on page 1,441 of the
1,500+ page Conference Report for the
consolidated appropriations legisla-
t i o n , in the Environmental Protection
Agency section, is an appropriation
of “$270,000 to the Friends of the
Teton River, I n c. for the Upper Te t o n
Watershed Project.”

The Congressional funding is in-
tended to provide roughly half the fi-
nancial support FTR needs to pur-
sue the watershed project over the
next two years. The rest must come
from pr ivate contr ibutions and
grants.The Upper Teton Watershed
Project is designed to continue in-
definitely.

The project area encompasses
lands on the Valley floor and sur-

rounding upslope lands managed by
federal agencies which extend from
the Snake River Range on the south,
and the many tributaries and springs
w h i ch converge to form the Te t o n
R i v e r,n o r t h ward to the end of the Big
Hole mountains and Bitch Creek.
Most of the lands are in Teton Coun-
t y, I d a h o, with a lesser portion in
Teton County, Wyoming.

Teton Valley has been undergoing
a very rapid increase in population
and land development, and with
those changes have come questions
about the Va l l e y ’s ability to maintain
its water quality and aquatic habi-
tats.

A recent study ranked Teton Val-
ley as the number one priority wa-
tershed within the Greater Yellow-
stone Ecosystem in terms of resource
values and threats to those values.
For example, while the upper Teton

FTR board elects new
President to replace founding
member Randy Berry, PAGE 2

Here’s the poop about E.
coli and the levels found in
the Teton River, PAGES 4-6

Wetland revegetation
study reveals most cost-
effective methods, PAGE 7

Your support is vital to FTR
programs, PAGE 8

-see APPROPRIATION on page 3

FTR receives $270,000
appropriation for Upper
Teton Watershed Project
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President’s Message
DEAR MEMBERS,

Floating on a lazy afternoon, fishing an
evening hatch , feasting on a Dutch oven
cookout, working a good bird dog, all bring
fulfillment. The Teton River has given me
so much in my lifetime. I now wonder, will
the Teton be able to share with my two sons
Casey and Parker what it has with me? 

Friends of the Teton River’s mission pro-
vides us with a vision that says it can. It’s
a mission reaching out to all who live in
and visit the Teton Va l l e y. FTR seeks ans w e r s
in good science and sustainable solutions
through on-the-ground projects.We work with
our community and its private landowners;
the Teton County Commissioners; and feder-
a l , state and local agencies to develop our pro-
jects. All data that we collect is available to
the public. We are proud to have these col-
laborative relationships and will work to
strengthen them.

In these times of accelerated change there
are water quality and quantity concerns in our
surface and ground water. Four years of low
snowfall and changes in irrigation practices
have contributed to the low flows in the Teton
River and wetland springs and dropping well
levels.

Idaho Department of Fish and Game’s 1999
electrofishing survey indicated wild trout pop-
ulations have declined by as much as 72 per-

cent between 1987 and 1999. Rainbow and
Brook Trout numbers showed the greatest de-
cline and Yellowstone Cutthroat declined the
l e a s t ; the good news was that the average size
was up! Despite lower population numbers, t h e
Teton River remains one of the few wa t e r-
sheds where Yellowstone Cutthroat trout oc-
cupy much of their original range.

Because of your support FTR’s projects
are addressing many of these concerns.
H A R P,the Habitat Assessment and Restora-
tion Project, will begin aquatic habitat
restoration on the Teton River this sum-
mer. We are collaborating with Idaho De-
partment of Fish and Game on a juvenile
Yellowstone Cutthroat Study that will de-
termine if and when mortality is occurring
in young cutthroat.We will continue spaw n-
ing and habitat assessments in tributary
streams this spring. We plan to refine the
recently published aquifer study so it can
be used on a more local scale.Fi n a l l y,we will
continue our water quality monitoring pro-
g r a m s.You can find more details about these
and other projects at on our new web site
at www.tetonwater.org.

Thank you in joining us in preserving one
our Valley’s most prized assets. Your contri-
butions protect not only the water resources
of Teton Valley but also the quality of life we
share and the hopes of passing it on for gen-
erations to come. Together, we can take the
steps necessary to find the answers and sav e
this valuable resource.

Tom Fenger

In November Randy Berry, due to family and
other commitments, resigned from the Friends
of the Teton River’s Board of Directors. We
would like to thank Randy for his vision,
commitment and support in helping to
establish FTR. Tom Fenger, who has guided on
the Teton River for twenty five years, was
elected by the FTR board to replace Randy as
Board President. Bill Kelly will remain Vice-
President and Sam Pole will assume responsi-
bilities as Secretary/Treasurer.

Despite the rapid changes going on in Teton
Valley, new FTR president Tom Fenger
believes the Teton River watershed can be
protected and will continue to provide his
sons Casey, left and Parker, right, with
fantastic recreational opportunities.

mailto:FTR@tetontel.com
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River is still a blue ribbon trout fish-
ery, fishermen, guides, government
resource managers,and research e r s
h ave noted some unwelcome signs of
deterioration, and EPA now consid-
ers portions of the River and its trib-
utaries as “ i m p a i r e d ” by factors such
as increases in sediment, nutrients,
and temperature.

Changes have also been occur-
ring in the Valley’s wetlands, which
provide crucial habitat for many
species of birds and wildfowl, a n d
some of the Va l l e y ’s human residents
have had to dig their wells deeper,
while others have concerns about
the possibility of water quality prob-
lems from the increased density of
residential and other development.

FTR’s mission is to conduct sci-
entific assessments of surface and
groundwater quality, quantity, and
d y n a m i c s, and communicate that in-

formation to the public and its elect-
ed officials and government agen-
c i e s,and use it to develop specific pro-
ject components that will preserve
and protect those water resources.

Activities which are already un-
der way range from developing an un-
derstanding of the watershed’s hy-
drology and monitoring water quality
and quantity in springs, d o m e s t i c
w e l l s,t r i b u t a r i e s, and the river; to un-
dertaking on-the-ground projects
aimed at improving spawning areas,
reducing siltation, and improving
groundwater discharge to wetlands
and the river.

FTR has made significant
progress on many of these project
components since its incorporation
in early 2000. More information on
FTR and its activities can be found
on its new website, which is still un-
der development.

People familiar with the Va l l e y
h ave recognized the growing pres-
sures on its water resources for some
t i m e,and as a result FTR enjoys wide
support from the community and fed-
eral, state, and local government of-
ficials.Very active collaboration with
the many government and private en-
tities with an interest in the Valley has
b e e n , and will continue to be, a promi-
nent trait of its work.

Idaho Congressman Mike Simp-
son was the lead sponsor of the ap-
propriations request when it wa s
originally put in the legislation on the
House side in October 2002. Idaho
Senator Craig then helped to ensure
it stayed in the final legislation dur-
ing the House-Senate conference.
The Idaho delegation as a whole sup-
ported the funding request as one of
its priorities for the legislation. M a n y
o t h e r s, s u ch as the Teton County
C o m m i s s i o n e r s, H e n r y ’s Fork Wa-
tershed Council, federal and state
a g e n c i e s, and private citizens also
provided important support.

The appropriation is welcome and
needed support for the Valley as a
whole, not just FTR, and is a recog-
nition of not only the local, but the
regional and national, i m p o r t a n c e
of the Valley and its natural re-
sources.

APPROPRIATION from page 1

Great news after a great vacation!

A fter 34 hours in various jets and airports I was pretty grog-
gy as I glanced around my cabin, greeted the dogs, and not-
ed the transition from a green and blue landscape to a white

one. Next to the pile of mail that had accumulated over my two-week
visit to my family in South Africa was a brief note that said “check
your email.”

“Hmmm, well it is probably important if there is a note. Guess I
had better do that.” My mind was not working particularly quickly. I
waded through the 500 or so pieces of junk mail and identified eight
interesting-looking messages; among them was one from FTR Board
Member Bill Kelly stating that FTR had just received a $270,000 ap-
propriation from Congress. Incredible!!

Over the past week the pace at the FTR office has definitely picked
up and we’re gradually getting used to the thought that we can pro-
ceed with the projects that we have been planning. We ’re honore d ,
grateful and very excited by the opportunities that have opened up.
The article starting on page 1 is the press release that Bill Kelly wrote
about the congressional appropriation. I would just like to emphasize,
as he does, that these funds are for the Teton Valley as a whole and
for a river that we all love.   -Lyn Benjamin, FTR Executive Director

“A recent study ranked Teton Valley
as the number one priority watershed

within the Greater Yellowstone
Ecosystem in terms of resource values

and threats to those values.”
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Y ou probably  don’t g ive much
thought to the billions of bacteria busi-
ly at work in your large intestine un-
til the stomach flu sends you racing for
the porcelain throne. Or perhaps you
embarrassed yourself during your last
workout at the gym and vowed never
to eat chili without Beano® again. Per-
haps you just heard on the news that
ground beef is being
recalled because of
some kind of contam-
i n a t i o n , and you’re
wishing you’d served
hot dogs instead of
burgers to the scout
troop last night. A s
with most things in
l i f e,we just don’t give
enough thought to our intestinal flora
until they disappoint us, or until they
show up in a place they don’t belong.

The tiny critters that comprise our
intestinal flora include numerous bac-
t e r i a , a few fungi and protists, a n d
m e t h a n o g e n s,without which we would-
n’t have those hilarious flammable flat-
ulence jokes. But Escherichia coli, or
E. coli for short, is the most recogniz-
able bacterium residing in our large in-
testine, where they thrive on the or-
ganic material that passes undigested
through our stomach and small intes-
tine.

Every day a few trillion bacteria
exit our colon along with any undi-
gested food, and are eventually ex-
creted as feces. In fact, most of the dry
weight of our feces consists of intesti-

nal bacteria. Just one milliliter of fe-
ces contains 100 billion microbes, and
given an average daily deposit of 100
mL per person, each of us lets loose an
average of 10 trillion (1013) microbes
every day, approximately 10 percent of
w h i ch are E.c o l i . When we realize that
birds and most other animals also ex-
crete large volumes of E. coli in their
feces, and ponder the size of the aver-

age cow pie or horse
apple, we must con-
clude that E. coli is
almost as common as
dirt.

So what happens
to all this bacteria?
Most bacteria in the
feces of people who
live in technological-

ly developed countries are transport-
ed to wastewater treatment facilities
where they become a feast for other bac-
teria during secondary sewage treat-
ment. But few wildlife or domesticat-
ed animals are
toilet trained,
and they tend to
poop anywhere
and everywhere.
This generally
isn’t a problem
because there
are other bacte-
ria that are al-
ways ready to chow down on this smor-
gasbord of excreta, but if lots of it gets
deposited in a small area, those bugs
can’t make it disappear fast enough.
Rainfall and snowmelt wash it into
the ditch that empties to the creek
that flows to the river. Or the bacteria
seep into the soil and shallow ground-
water where they are swept towa r d
your well and a break in the well cas-
ing and into your drinking water sup-
ply.

So what’s wrong with a little E. coli
and other fecal bacteria in your fa-
vorite fishing hole or drinking water
well? Although the vast majority of

bacteria are harmless, there are ex-
ceptions. It’s often a foreign strain of
E. coli in drinking water that causes
you to reach for the Pe p t o - B i s m a l®

when you’re traveling abroad. T h e
pathogen that’s made eating medium-
rare hamburger or unwashed vegeta-
bles a flirtation with death is a strain
of E.coli known as O157:H7.

And it gets worse. There are a whole
slew of pathogenic bacteria,v i r u s e s, p r o-
t o z o a ,p a r a s i t e s,and other disease-caus-
ing cooties excreted in the feces of peo-
ple who are suffering from illnesses
caused by these micro-organisms.S t u d-
ies have shown that the incidence of ill-
ness among people who drink or swim
in water contaminated with E. coli is
correlated with the amount of E. coli in
the water. By monitoring our drinking

water and sur-
face waters for
E . c o l i , we can
d e t e r m i n e
whether the wa-
ter has been con-
taminated with
f e c e s , w h i c h
might indicate
the presence of

pathogens that might make us sick.

WHO MONITORS FOR E. COLI?
So who monitors our water for E.

coli? If you live in Driggs or Vi c t o r, t o w n s
with public drinking water supplies
and a regional wastewater treatment
s y s t e m , the good folks who operate those
systems do the monitoring. Then they
report the results to the Idaho Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality (IDEQ)
and the U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), and the folks at those
agencies review the results to ensure
that the folks in Driggs and Victor are
on top of their game.And by and large,
this system works so well that we’re

The Poop o
By Sheryl Hill, AQU

We just don’t give
enough thought to our
intestinal flora until
they disappoint us, or
until they show up in a
place they don’t belong.

E. coli is the most 
recognizable bacterium
residing in our large intes-
tine, where they thrive on
the organic material that
passes undigested through
our stomach and small
intestine.

There are so few people to collect
samples, and so little money to
analyze them, that it’s not likely
either DEQ will visit a stream
near you anytime soon. And
that’s why FTR is so important. 
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some of the healthiest and longest-lived
people in the world.

But what if you don’t live in town?
If your house is connected to a com-
munity drinking water supply (one
that has 15 connec-
tions or serves 25
people at least 60
days a year), the op-
erator of the system
does the monitoring
and makes the re-
ports to IDEQ.

If you get your
drinking water from
a private well, y o u
h ave to do your own monitoring, a l-
though the folks at Friends of the Te t o n
River in Driggs, or at IDEQ in Idaho
Falls can help you do it. Call or stop in
at FTR’s office or IDEQ (528-2650, 900
North Skyline) and they will give you
a specially treated bottle to collect a wa-
ter sample, instructions on how to col-
lect the sample,and instructions on how
to get the sample to a laboratory for
a n a l y s i s. If you live in Wy o m i n g, c a l l
the Wyoming DEQ in Cheyenne at 777-
7075 for information on how to test your
drinking water for micro-organisms.

So who’s keeping track of E. coli in
your favorite fishing or swimming
spot? Well, IDEQ and Wyoming DEQ
are supposed to, but there are so few
people to collect samples, and so little
money to analyze them, that it’s not
likely either DEQ will visit a stream
near you anytime soon.And that’s why
FTR is so important. As governmen-
tal agencies grow smaller relative to
their responsibilities, n o n - g o v e r n-
mental organizations like FTR are
stepping up to do the environmental
monitoring that state government
can’t. In a few paragraphs, we’ll look
at the results of E. coli monitoring
FTR has done.

WHO INTERPRETS THE
MONITORING RESULTS?

Once we get  the results of E. c o l i
analyses of water taken from streams,
rivers, and lakes, how do we interpret
them? Legally enforceable water quali-
ty standards are developed by the state
to protect the beneficial uses of surface
wa t e r s. Standards that pertain to E.c o l i

are intended to pro-
tect surface wa t e r s
for the beneficial use
of recreation. Swim-
ming is considered
pr i ma r y  c on ta c t
r e c r e a t i o n , w h i c h
means that most of
your body is in con-
tact with the wa t e r
and you’ll probably

end up swallowing some of it; wa d i n g
around fishing is considered secondary
contact because very little of your skin
contacts the water and you probably
won’t swallow any of it.

So how much E. coli can you swim
around in and still stay healthy? Ida-
h o ’s water quality standards specify
that a sample cannot contain more
than 406 E. coli colonies per 100 mil-
liliters (mL) of water, or for secondary
contact recreation, no more than 576
E. coli organisms per 100 mL of water.

But simply exceeding these water
quality standards does not constitute
a violation of wa-
ter quality stan-
dards.You could
h ave collected
your sample
d o w n s t r e a m
from where a
moose just re-
lieved himself,s o
the sample isn’t
necessarily rep-
resentative. But
one sample that

exceeds the single-sample standard
for primary or secondary contact recre-
ation should trigger a series of sam-
pling at that same location.A minimum
of five water samples should be col-
lected every three to five days over a
period of 30 day s. If the geometric
m e a n1 of these samples exceeds 126 E.
coli organisms per 100 mL of water,
then a violation of water quality stan-
dards has occurred, and it’s probable
that there’s a constant source of E. c o l i
contaminating the water.

Possible sources in the Teton Valley
include dairies, animals corralled or on
pasture near a stream, and septic sys-
tems that aren’t operating properly.

Does it matter whether the source of
E .coli is people or animals? We l l , yes and
n o. If the source of E. coli is people,
t h e r e ’s a greater probability that the
pathogens associated with the E.coli will
infect people, whereas if the source of
E. coli is bovine, there’s a greater prob-
ability that the pathogens associated
with the E. coli will infect cows.

p on E. coli
AQUATIC BIOLOGIST

1 The geometric mean is calculated by multiplying the results of n samples, then taking the nth
root of the product. The geometric mean of the concentrations is used instead of the arithmetic
mean because the geometric mean minimizes the influence of very high or very low results.   

Out of 73 surface water samples collected in the
Teton River Watershed during 2001 and 2002,
seven samples, or approximately 10 percent,
exceeded the state water quality 
standard of 406 colonies/100 mL for primary
contact recreation, and three of these samples
also exceeded the standard of 576 colonies/100
mL for secondary contact recreation.

One sample that exceeds
the single-sample standard
for primary or secondary
contact recreation should
trigger a series of sampling
at that same location. 

Swimming is considered
primary contact recre-
ation, which means that
most of your body is in
contact with the water
and you’ll probably end
up swallowing some of it.

-see E. COLI on next page
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But then there are zoonoses; dis-
eases like rabies that are transmis-
sible between people and animals.
C r y p t o s p o r i d i o s i s,an intestinal and
respiratory infection affecting calves
and people, is believed to be caused
by  the same organism, C r y p -
tosporidium parvus, which is trans-
mitted in feces. In this case, it does-
n’t matter where the organism
o r i g i n a t e d ; calves and people are
equally susceptible.

Unless you’re trying to distin-
guish between possible sources of
contamination so you can stop the
c o n t a m i n a t i o n , it really doesn’t mat-
ter whether the source of E. coli is
people or animals.

So how do you differentiate E.
coli from the pasture and E.coli from
the septic  system?  A m a z i n g l y
e n o u g h , using a DNA fingerprinting
technique known as ribotyping, it’s
possible to distinguish E. coli ex-
creted by people from E. coli excret-

ed by deer, elk, dogs, rodents, birds,
and anything else for which a stan-
dard ribotype has been identified.
But it’s a fairly complicated proce-
d u r e, so you’ve got to have a good rea-
son for wanting to do it.

HOW MUCH E. COLI IS IN
THE TETON RIVER?

So what’s the poop on (or in) the
Teton River and its tributaries? In
2001 and 2002, FTR collected and an-
alyzed 73 surface water samples from
nine locations on the Teton River up-
stream of Highway 33, and from sev-
en of its tributary streams. S e v e n
samples, or approximately 10 per-
cent, exceeded the state water qual-
ity standard of 406 colonies/100 mL
for primary contact recreation, and
three of these samples also exceed-
ed the standard of 576 colonies/100
mL for secondary contact recreation.

The highest concentration of E.
coli (1,820 colonies/100 mL) wa s
found in Woods Creek near its con-
fluence with the river.The next high-

est concentrations
of E. coli (724 and
884 colonies/100
mL) were found in
the upper r iver
a bo v e  S o u t h
Bates Bridge. O f
the remaining
s a m p l e s, five con-

tained between 300 and 406
colonies/100 mL; six contained be-
tween 200 and 300 colonies/100 mL;
15 contained between 100 and 200
colonies/100 mL; and 40 contained
less than 100 colonies/100 mL.

The results of the sampling con-
ducted by FTR, and shown in the fig-
u r e s, indicate that water quality stan-
dards for primary and secondary
contact recreation are occasionally
exceeded in both the river and its trib-
utaries from May through A u g u s t .
Sampling should be continued, and
when water quality standards are ex-
ceeded, additional sampling must be
performed in cooperation with IDEQ
to determine whether water quality
standards are being violated.We don’t
want sick people to be the first indi-
cators of a water quality problem,a n d
FTR is doing what it can to make sure
that doesn’t happen.

Sheryl Hill is a freelance aquatic bi-
ologist living in Idaho Falls. You can
contact her  at sherylhill@cableone.net.

The highest concentration
of E. coli (1,820
colonies/100 mL) was
found in Woods Creek
near its confluence with
the river on May 29, 2002. 

The results of the sampling conducted by
FTR indicate that water quality standards
for primary and secondary contact recre-
ation are occasionally exceeded in both
the river and its tributaries from May
through August.

E. COLI from previous page

E. COLI LEVELS 
in Tributaries to
the Teton River

during 2002

E. COLI LEVELS 
in the Teton River

during 2002
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For two years, Intermountain Aquatics has studied wetland revegetation methods to determine the most cost-ef-
fective techniques. The photos above show (from left to right) a wetland site before, during and after revegetation.

What are the
most effective
techniques?

By Jeffrey Klausmann, 
Restoration Ecologist

INTERMOUNTAIN AQUATICS INC.

Intermountain Aquatics (IMA) re-
cently released findings from a two-
year  study for Teton County,
Wyoming evaluating the cost-effec-
tiveness of wetland revegetation
techniques. Efforts were motivated
by accelerated wetland impacts from
g r avel mining and pond development
and a need to develop better tech-
niques to mitigate for these impacts.

Teton County, Wyoming is not
alone when it comes to development
pressure and growth.Aquatic degra-
dation from land development is
ubiquitous in the western U.S. Un-
fortunately the enthusiasm and mo-
tivation to restore degraded water
bodies often runs ahead of the science
leading to poor decisions and wast-
ed resources. Our research goal was
s i m p l e : Can we effectively revege-
tate wetlands and riparian areas
and, if so, what is the most cost-ef-
fective method? The Environmental
Protection Agency funded this re-
search under a Region 8 Wetlands

Protection Grant;Teton County pro-
vided cost-share assistance.

IMA studied seven revegetation
methods at two different planting
densities for three locally common,
native wetland species. N e b r a s k a
sedge, beaked sedge and hardstem
bulrush were the species evaluated.
Revegetation methods ranged from
low to high cost and effort.

Low cost methods typically rely
on plant establishment from seed
(non-vegetative) whereas higher cost
methods use vegetative propagules
( e. g. whole plants, rhizomes etc. ) .
Revegetation methods incl u d e d :p a s-
sive revegetation (an unplanted con-
t r o l ) ; broadcast seeding; s a l v a g e d
marsh surface (SMS),w h i ch is a wet-
land topsoil; g r e e n h o u s e - p r o p a g a t e d
bareroot plants; greenhouse-propa-
gated containerized plants (“tubel-
i n g s ” ) ; wild-collected transplants;
and pre-vegetated, n u r s e r y - g r o w n
Wetland Sod mats. Wetland Sod is
pre-vegetated coconut fiber matting.

Relative success generally in-
creased with the cost or effort in-
vested but performance was heavi-
ly dependent on revegetation method
and planting density. The most con-
sistent differences were between non-
vegetative and vegetative methods.

Passive revegetation, b r o a d c a s t
seeding, and SMS were relatively in-

expensive but wholly ineffective.N o n e
of these non-vegetative methods ef-
fectively established the three target
s p e c i e s ;controls and seeded plots were
especially vulnerable to weed inva-
sion. Comparisons among the vege-
tative methods showed that bareroot,
t u b e l i n g, and wild-collected trans-
plants and Wetland Sod mats were all
successful. Wetland Sod was unique-
ly effective in suppressing weeds and
had very high rates of spread.

Based on our findings we recom-
mend the use of vegetative methods
at relatively high planting densities
to effectively revegetate sedge-domi-
nated wetlands in the intermountain
western U.S. Wetland Sod is recom-
mended for erosion-prone areas like
streambanks and shorelines with the
potential for high wave energy. Oth-
er factors to consider when selecting
a revegetation strategy are suscepti-
bility to weed invasion, wildlife and
l i v e s t o ck herbivory and desired time-
frame for achieving revegetation suc-
c e s s.The hidden costs associated with
the lower cost methods usually in-
clude protracted regulatory monitor-
ing, noxious weed control and multi-
ple revegetation attempts.We realize,
however, that planting method and
density will ultimately be dictated by
project size, site conditions and the
risks associated with failure. Inter-
ested people can contact Teton Coun-
ty Wyoming (307) 733-3959 for a copy
of the full report.

Wetland Revegetation …
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T H A N K S TO O U R R E C E N T D O NO R SYour support vital
to FTR programs
We are in the midst of planning for sum-
mer projects here at Friends of the Te t o n
River and are pleased to announce that we
have received partial funding for several of
our projects from federal and private sources.

The Yellowstone Cutthroat Trout Habitat
Restoration Project, our largest to date, pro-
vides the first opportunity to conduct on-the-
ground restoration in the watershed and will
serve as a model for other landowners to pur-
sue similar projects on their respective riv-
er or stream-front properties. Please consid-
er adopting a site or making a contribution
to co-sponsor restoration and habitat im-
provement on a site of the river.

Additionally, your support of our operat-
ing  budget will guarantee the financial
strength of FTR as it accomplishes this and
other important projects. Your contribution
will help assure the long-term health of the
Teton River for future generations to enjoy.

Please indicate the category you wish to
support and become a part of the protection
of the Teton River today!

Adopt-a-restoration site 

Co-sponsor a restoration site

Water Quality and Quantity Monitoring

Fish Survey Program

Tributary Assessment

Education Program 

General Operating Support 

DONOR FORM
Name _____________________________________________________________ 

Phone __________________________ E mail ______________________________

Address ______________________  City ____________  State ____  Zip _______

Donor Level:

Check enclosed          

Charge my:  Visa      Mastercard     

Card No. ______________________________________  Exp. Date __________

Signature  ________________________________________________________

Donors will receive voting privileges, quarterly newsletter, and
regular activity updates.  Please send completed form, with your

check or credit card information, to: 

F R I E N D S O F T H E TE T O N RI V E R
PO Box 768 • Driggs, Idaho 83422

Student, $5/year
Individual, $25/year
Family, $50/year

Corporate, $100/year
Benefactor, $1,000/year
Additional Gift $___________


