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North River Flow Rate

e Data from USGS flow gauge at the North River near Stokesville, VA




Section E, 2,385m Restoration Structure
2014 vs 2019
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Bridge 2014 vs 2019
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Section E, 4,443m Restoration Structure 2014 vs 2019




Section E, 2630m Restoration Structure
2014 vs 2019




Management Implications

1. Importance of retaining water in smaller mountain streams
2. Further monitoring (habitat and fish)
3. What features work and where







