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1999 P rogress Report 


Executive Summary 


In 1992, the St. Louis District agreed to establish an Avoid and Minimize 
Program (A&M) to reduce possible environmental impacts ofincreased navigation traffic 
due to construction of a second Lock at Melvin .Price Locks and Dam. Fuil scale 
implementation of the program began in 1996. Expenditures in the program total roughly 
$1 million a year. Direction of the program is coordinated through the A&M team, which 
consists of state, federal and private partners in both natural resources and industry. Each 
year, a progress report detailing A&M activities during the past year is released. 

Construction efforts in 1999 focused on previously started work, including the 
placement ofrevetment and stub nose dikes in Sante Fe ·chute (RM 39.5-35.0L) and the 
completion ofan additional one and a halfchevron dikes in Pool 25 (RM 266). Biological 
monitoring work on the chevron dike field and the multiple roundpoint structures (MRS) 
in Pool 25 found that fish were using the structures and that they were creating valuable 
habitat. The chevron dikes appear to be providing needed overwintering habitat fish. The 
rare blue sucker and several species of catfish continue to be collected around the MRS 
structures. 

In 1998, the A&M team decided to focus effort on improving fish passage 
through locks and dams. This work began at Lock and Dam 25 in 1999. Results from that 
monitoring effort showed that fish movement through gates occurs during open river and 
that the opportunity for fish passage increases as discharge and water levels rise. Fish 
movement when the gates are in the water, even at low head conditions, was not detected. 
Gate manipulation scenarios to increase fish passage were devised for implementation in 
2000. 

Results ofthe Bolters Bar micromodel study were released in 1999. 
Recommendations at this chronic dredge site included placement of four chevron dikes, 
removal of some remnant dikes, and creation of a deflector dike, all along the right 
descending bank. 

A report summarizing an extensive 1989 unionid collection effort on the middle 
river was completed. This previously unavailable informatio·n will be used as a planning 
aid on future A&M side-channel improvement projects. 

The final report on fish as~emblages in Saint Genevieve Bend (RM 120-118) was 
finished in 1999. This site was sampled with a rock hopper bottom trawl prior to 
placement of bendway weirs in September 1997. Six species offish were collected 
ineluding one sicklefin chub, a candidate for federal threatened and endangered species 
status. The rock hopper provided effective at sampling along the main channel border, 
but ineffective at sampling in the main channel. 

http:39.5-35.0L


Pre-construction survey and fish sampling of two dike modification sites in the 
middle river were completed. These sites, at the confluence with the Ohio River and at 
the weir field at Greenfield Bend (RM 4), will be surveyed and sampled again after 
modification. Information gained at these sites will aid future A&M dike implementation 
projects. 

Two progress reports on the monitoring of effects ofEnvironmental Pool 
Management (EPM) in Pool 25 were completed. The report on waterfowl food 
production found that a number ofspecies ofplants, including smartweed and chufa, 
responded to the 1999 drawdown. Avian use surveys found waterfowl spent the majority 
of time foraging in the shallow water areas where vegetation was produced by EPM. The 
report on fish use ofvegetation produced by EPM found that fish numbers and species 
were higher in vegetated areas than in non-vegetated areas. Low dissolved oxygen rates 
were noted in some vegetated areas. Vegetation along island edges had a greater number 
ofspecies than did vegetation in backwater areas. Stranding of fishes was noted at several 
locations. Stranding may have been a function of lower than usual summer pool water 
levels. These water levels were a function of an unusually high hydrograph. Earlier 
spring sampling found that fish were using the residual vegetation produced by EPM in 
1998 

A report summarizing benthic invertebrate data collected in association with river 
training structures and in areas without structures was completed. This report concluded 
that the rock used in river training structures, increases species diversity and richness. 
Concrete rubble placed in the river was also found to increase diversity and richness. 
Chevron dikes were shown to increase habitat diversity, not only by the p lacement of 
rock, but also by an increase in substrate diversity beliind the structures. 

The fourth year of the middle Mississippi River pallid sturgeon habitat use study 
was in 1999. Twelve fish were implanted with sonic tags. Based on the tracking work, 
pallid sturgeon show a positjve selection for areas in the main channel border, 
downstream ofisland tips, between wing dams, and the tips ofwing dams. Pallid 
sturgeon showed negative selection ofareas in the main channel, downstream ofwing 
dams and upstream ofwing dams. Pallid sturgeon showedno selection, negative or 
positive, for bendway weirs. 

The 2000 A&M budget i~ expected to be $1 million. Proposed construction 
activities in 2000 include completion of the Pool 24 chevron dike field and construction 
ofa- notched closing structure behind Cottonwood Island (RM 289). Monitoring work 
will include continued sampling at the chevron dike and multiple roundpoint structures 
and testing ofgate manipulation scenarios at Lock and Dam 25 to facilitate fish passage. 
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A void and Minimize 

Environmental Impacts Program 


St. Louis District - Mississippi Valley Division 

1999 Progress Report 


In October 1992, the St. Louis District issued Design Memorandum No. 24, 
"Avoid and Minimize Measures, Melvin Price Locks and Dams~ Upper Mississippi River 
- Missouri and Illinois". The document was developed as a. commitment made in the 
1988 Record ofDecision attached to the Melvin Price Locks· and Dam Environmental 
Impact Statement for the.Second Lock. St. Louis District set-aside O&M funds from 
1989 to 1995 to implement eight elements recommended by the study team. 
Implementations ofmeasures ill that part of the program were detailed in the 1995 
Progress Report. In fiscal year 1996, O&M funds were received to begin full-scale 
implementation on recommended measures. The planning and implementation team 
consist ofstafffrom the US Army Corps ofEngineers-St. Louis District, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service-Rock Island (FWS), Illinois Department ofNatural Resources (IDNR), 
Missouri Department ofConservation (MDOC), River Industry Action Committee 
(RIAC), and the Long Term Resource Monitoring Stafom (LTRM/MDOC) at Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. Each group contributes staff time to plan and attend meetings, collect 
data as part of a monitoring program, develop materials for grant funds, and donate time 
to develop alternatives for construction ofmeasures at the Applied River Engineering 
Center located at the District Service Base. This team meets at least once a year (often 
more) to discuss ongoing work and plan future work. Outside ofthese meetings the St. 
Louis District routinely corresponds with the team to coordinate monitoring and solicit 
ideas and input. 

The A&M program has produced a yearly progress report since 1995. This report 
details project activities over the past year and describes expected activities in the 
upcommg year. Many of the activities occur over several years. Copies of the previous 
year' s reports, and Design Memorandum 24, are available from the St. Louis Djstrict. 

1999 A&M Program Activities 

A&M 1. 1999 Construction. Construction in 1999 focused on completing 
previously started work. In 1997 the A&M program constructed six alternating stub dikes 
in Sante Fe Chute (rm 39.5-35.0). Based on the original micromodelresults, nine 
alternating dikes with opposite bank revetment were to be constructed in the sidechannel 
to create both a sinuous channel and off-channel deep water habitat. In 1999, the final 
three stub dikes and opposite bank revetment were constructed. Chevron dike work (RM 
266.2-265.8) in Pool 25 was also completed. Work at the site began in 1998 with the 
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construction ofone and a halfchevron dikes. An additional one and a half chevrons were 
constructed in 1999, bringing the total chevron dike count at the site to three. This dike 
field is illustrated on the cover of the progress report. Plans call for one more chevron 
dike to be constructed at this site at a yet undetermined date. 

A&M 2. Chevron dike monitoring. As mentioned, the A&M program 
constructed three chevron dikes in Pool 25 ofthe Mississippi River (RM 266). One 
complete and one partial dike were constructed in June 1998. In March 1999 the partial 
dike was completed and one additional chevron dike was constructed. The three chevron 
dikes at river mile 266.0 were surveyed on 4 August 1999 and 13 December 1999. The 
M.V. Boyer was used to collect bathymetry, velocity, and bydroacoustic fisheries data. 

Fish were using the chevron dikes during both sampling trips. The upper and 
middle dikes showed a marked increase in fish density from the August to the December 
survey. These increased concentrations are likely due to the fact that fish are using the 
s.tructures as over-wintering locations. Both dikes provide the deep holes and low 
velocities that fish seek out during the winter. The lower dike had no over-wintering fish. 
This lack of fish may be due to the configuration of that dike and/or when it was 
constructed. The configuration of that dike (the riverside leg is much shorter than the 
bankside leg) does not provide the refuge from river flows that the other dikes appear to 
provide. Having been constructed one year later than the upper two chevron dikes, the 
lower chevron dike has had only one high water event to create a scour hole behind the 
dike. Consequently, depths behind the lower chevron dike are shallower than behind 
either of the upper two chevron dikes. 

The August survey showed that fish were using all three of the chevron .dikes, 
though fish densities were lower than in December. Continued monitoring will show if 
the August density numbers were. higher than expected densities outside ofopen river 
conditions. The chevron dikes provide a slack-water refuge from the higher open river 
flow. Consequently, it is possible that a higher number offish were using the dikes than 
would have been during normal pooled summer conditions. Previously sampling work by 
IDNR found that fish use chevron dikes throughout the year. Monitoring at the site will 
continue in 2000. Presently a summer and a winter sample are scheduled. Detailed survey 
results are available in Appendix A. 

A&M 3. MuJtiple Roundpoint Structure Monitoring. To be completed 
Appendix B 

A&M 4. Fish Passage Improvement at Lock and Dam 25. The A&M program 
began a project in 1999 to monitor fish movement through the dam gates at Lock and 
Dam 25. This work was undertaken to assess the possibility of conditional gate 
management to enhance the ability of fish to move between pools. The issue ofinhibiting 
fish passage has long been one ofconcern with the Corps state and federal p:µtner 
agencies. Over 25 species of fish in the Upper Mississippi exhibit migratory behavior. 

Lock and Dam 25 consists of a lock chamber, three 100-foot wide roller gates, 
fourteen 60-foot wide tainter gates, and a 2500-ft overflow section. Monitoring work was 
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conducted ii1 the last gate bay (17) in the succession. This tainter gate bay is located on 
the Illinois end ofthe lock and dam structure. First year goals were to collect velocity and 
fish data, document the movement offish through gate bay 17, and develop gate 
management scenarios to test in 2000. Hydroacoustic fisheries equipment and current 
velocity pro.filing equipment were mounted in gate bay 17 and samplingwas conducted 
at ten foot intervals across the gate bay. Gate bay 17 was sampling for 10 days. Eight and 
a halfof those days were at open river conditions. Sampling commenced on 10 April and 
ended on 13 May. 

679 fish were counted moving through gate bay 17. Fish movement appeared to 
be correlated with gate opening. Fish movement was the greatest during the first day of 
open river (10 April), averaging about 2.3 fish per minute. On 11 April, the lower 2-foot 
ofthe dam gates were placed back in the water. During that day fish movement dropped 
to .02 fish per minute or about one fish every 100 minutes. The gates were removed from 
the water on 12 April and remained out of the water until 17 August. Seven days of 
sampling at open river in late April and early May resulted in fish movement rates 
ranging from .26 to .64 fish per minute. 

Gate bay 17 provides a unique fish passage opportunity at open river. As water 
level, flows, and discharge increase, velocities actually decrease in gate bay 17. This 
decrease is related to the crosscurrent flows created by the overflow dike directing 
downstream flows back towards the lock and dam gates. As these flows cross the end of 
the lock and dam structure they come in contact with the downstream flows above gate 
bay 17. The strength of the crosscurrent flows shields gate bay 17 from downstream 
flows, creating a slackwater eddy. This .effect is most exaggerated just before the 
overflow dike is topped. 

Examination of fish prolonged swimming speed finds that most fish species can 
traverse flows less than 2 feet per second. As flows rise above 2 feet per second the 
number offish species that appear to be able to pass decreases. Four feet per second is the 
upper end of swimming speeds for Mississippi River fish. In gate bay 17, on April 10, the 
first day of open river, flows less than 4 feet per second were seen 56% ofthe time.. 
Flows less than 2 feet per second were present 10% ofthe time. Oil April 21, water levels 
had risen 6 feet from the elevation on April 10, discharge had increased 77 ,000 cfs, and 
the overflow area was topped. On that date 92% of the velocities were below 4 ft per 
second and 45% of the velocities were below 2 ft per second. 

First year results indicate that opportunity for fish passage appears greatest during 
open river conditions. Movement opportunities outside ofopen river are probably very 
limited. Monitoring in 2000 will focus on creating hydraulic conditions to extend or 
create open river conditions outside of the "normal" period of open river, and exploring 
structural alternatives to extenuate the effects in gate bay 17. Gate management scenarios 
are being developed to maintain pool conditions while allowing gate 17 to remain open. 

A&M 5. Fish and Wildlife Effe.cts of Environmental Pool Management. The 
St. Louis District has employed Environmental Pool Management (EPM) since 1994. 
EPM resulted from operational changes in the way the navigation pools are. regulated 

5 




after high water events. What results is a large crop ofvegetation in the lower ends of 
Pools 24, 25,and 26. This vegetation becomes available to fish, aquatic insects, and 
waterfowl as water levels rise. The District is exploring. ways to further enhance EPM but 
lacks basic information on fish and waterfowl use of the EPM created vegetation. In 
1999, Southern Illinois University-Carbondale began two studies to determine the 
response ofwaterfowl, aquatic invertebrates, fish and water quality to wetland vegetation 
produced by EPM (Appendix C). 

SA. Effects of water level management on waterfowl food production in Pool 
25, Upper Mississippi River. The objectives oftbis study are to 1) characterize the plant 
community associated with water level management and estimate seed biomass 
production, 2) quantify the aquatic invertebrate population response to increased 
macrophyte production, and 3) characterize avian use ofhabitats produced by water level 
management. 

Vegetation community data were collected during 24-25 July and 13 August 
1999, beginning three weeks after draw down. Seed biomass data were collected on 3, 10, 
and 11 September 1999, approximately 3 weeks after reflooding. The aquatic 
macroinvertebrate populations were monitored at both devegetated and vegetated sites 
during the fall of 1999. Waterfowl surveys were conducted between 27 February and 23 
April 1999. Observations ofwaterfowl behavior were conducted during March and April 
1999 from duck blinds present within the study area. 

Preliminary plant community study results indicate that EPM continues to 
produce a plant community comprised mainly ofmoist-soil species that provide food for 
waterfowl. Little zonation in species distribution suggests relatively uniform availability 
offood resources in the study area. 

Invertebrate samples from the fall of 1999 are curre:Q.tly being processed. When 
these data are available, comparisons between 1999 and 1998 data will be made to see if 
differences in relative abundance exist between plots and years. Ifabundance is 
significantly lower in non-vegetated plots than the vegetated plots, the differences might 
be attributable to EPM. Further analysis of invertebrate data will focus on differences in 
taxa abundance between plots. 

Waterfowl using vegetated areas spent a majority of time foraging in shallow 
water areas, suggesting that they are using resources produced by drawdown. However, 
the infrequency of dabbling ducks in open water may not be an appropriate indicator of 
the importance ofvegetation produced by EPM. Bebavionl observations planned for the 
spring of2000 will incorporate the devegetated plots from the invertebrate experiment to 
characterize the use of shallow open water areas. 

SB. Fish Response to Water-level Manipulation: Mississippi River Pool 25. 
This study bas four objectives: 1) examine fish use ofvegetated and non-vegetated areas, 
2) determine if increases in the forage fish base benefits adult fish, 3) determine the 
benefit ofresidual vegetation to young fishes, and 4) monitor the effect ofvegetation on 
water quality and zooplankton. 
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Fish sampling prior to pool management in 1999 foWld that fish were using the 
residual vegetation produced by pool management in 1998. Buffalo, sWlfishes, white 
bass, red.horse, and drum were among the species collected. 

Four sites in Pool 25 were sampled after the 1999 summer pool drawdown of 
29 JWle to 12 August. Vegetated and non-vegetated areas were sampled at each site from 
late August to middle October. Fish abundance and the number offish species were 
significantly higher in the vegetated plots. Fish abllildance and species present also were 
related to location of the vegetation. Abundance and number of species were lowest in 
the extensive, shallow backwater areas and higher in the vegetation along island edges. 
Early results showed the occurrence of low dissolved oxygen (DO) at some vegetated 
sites. Low DO values were presumed to be caused by low atmospheric mixing and plant 
decomposition. Backwater sites were dominated by fish like the common carp and 
mosquitofish, which are tolerant of low oxygen levels. Channel shiners and spotfin 
shiners dominated island edge vegetation. In both cases, young-of-the-year and juvenile 
fish dominated samples. Overall, sixteen species of fish were collected. Stranding of fish 
and mussels in isolated pools during drawdown were noted. Stranding may have been a 
function of lower than usual summer pool water levels. These water levels were a 
function of an Wlusually high hydrograph. Sampling work is scheduled to continue in 
2000. 

A&M 6. Middle Mississippi River Pallid Sturgeon Habitat Use Project. In 
1999, the A&M program continued for the fourth year to fund Southern Illinois 
University-Carbondale, Cooperative Fisheries Research Laboratory to monitor the 
relationship between river training structures and the federally listed endangered pallid 
sturgeon, and to collect life history information. 

Twelve additional pallid sturgeon were obtained from commercial fishers and 
implanted with sonic transmitters during year four. Ten of the fish had high character 
index values, one was in the hybrid overlap range and one was in the hybrid range. 
Seventeen other pallid sturgeon were examined but not implanted with transmitters due to 
their small size. Only one fish implanted with a sonic transmitter during years one 
through three was relocated during year four. 

A total of 184 relocations of the study fish were made from 13 November 1995 to 
31December1999. Most of the tracking effort was made between R1v1 81and151 in 
order to maximize relocations. The study fish were located in the main channel habitat 
for 39°/o of all relocations. Main channel border and below wing dam habitat were used 
by the fish 26o/o and 14% percent of all relocations respectively. Twenty-six percent of all 
the relocations were in some way associated with river training structures. When water 
temperatures were below 4°C, the sturgeon were found in association with current­
disruption structures more often than during the study as a whole (12% of the time 
compared to 10%), however the main channel was still used most ofteri (43%). Main 
channel and main channel border habitat were used 82% of the time once water 
temperatures rose above 4 °C. 
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Habitat availability analysis indicates that the study area was approximately 65°/o 
main channel, 11% main channel border, 1 % downstream island tips, and the other 23% 
of habitat types being related to river training structures. The sturgeon showed positive 
selection for, in rank order: main channel border, downstream of island tips, between 
wing dams, and the tips of wing dams. The fish showed a negative selection for, in rank 
order, main channel, downstream ofwing darns, and upstream ofwing dams. Late 
information not published in the SIU-C 1999 progress report found that pallid sturgeon 
were neither selecting nor avoiding bendway weir habitat. More detailed results are 
available in Appendix D. 

A&M 7. Benthic invertebrate assemblages associated with recently 
constructed river training structures on the Mississippi River. The A&M program 
has been monitoring benthic invertebrate use ofriver training structures since 1994. 
Monitoring sites have included chevron dikes, established bendway weir fields, new 
bendway weir fields, and areas without structures. In 1999 all of this information was 
compiled into a summary report. The report describes the overall ecological benefits and 
impacts of the experimental training structures that the A&M program has constructed. 
The underlying objective of the report was to determine ifbenthic invertebrate species 
richness increased due to the construction ofriver training structures in the Upper and 
Middle Mississippi River. 

Benthic invertebrates were collected from chevron dikes near RM 289.5 in 1994, 
1995, and 1996, from bendway weirs near R.1'.1164 in 1996, and from bendway weirs 
near RM 30 in 1996. Benthic invertebrate samples were also collected from Mississippi 
River substrate around chevron dikes in 1994, 1995, and 1996, near proposed training 
structures at R.1'.1265. 7 and 250.2 in 1996, and downstream ofbendway weirs near RM 
20 in 1996. Because rock structures appeared to provide invertebrate habitat, rubble from 
the demolition of a lock and dam 26 I-wall (R.1'.1203) was left in the river and monitored 
for colonization in the summers of 1996, 1997, and 1998. 

With an increase in habitat heterogeneity, benthic invertebrate species richness 
and diversity tend to increase. These results shows that rock structure, regardless of 
whether or not it is a channel maintenance structure, does indeed provide additional 
habitat heterogeneity. The study also showed that even a slight increase in heterogeneity 
of habitat can increase diversity and richness. The study showed that species composition 
in chevron dike interiors, both within the substrate and on the rocks were different than 
those on the exterior of the dikes, resulting in a much higher species richness at RM 
289.5. Chevron dikes also maintain side channel flow, reducing backwater sedimentation 
that generally occurs in standard dike fields. 

Bendway weirs are in a much harsher, high flow environment, but also provide 
refugiaand habitat heterogeneity. In this study, more taxa were found and diversity was 
higher within weir fields then in substrate without the weirs at RM 20. In addition, habitat 
heterogeneity not only within the weir field, but also across the channel may increase 
because the weirs are designed to modify and stabilize substrate, allowing debris to 
accumulate. This stabilization across the channel may prove to provide habitat above and 
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beyond that provided by simply adding rock over a period of time, though more study is 
needed. A copy of the report is found in Appendix E. 

A&M 8. Middle Mississippi River Mussel Report. The St. Louis District, 
during a period of low water in the winter of 1988 and spring of 1989, conducted a broad 
unionid survey of the middle Mississippi river. This work was conducted at side-channel, 
backwater, and borrow pits sites along the middle river. In 1999, the A&M program had a 
summary report created from that data (Appendix F). This report will assist the A&M 
program as it continues to examine side-channel improvement projects in the middle 
river. Results of the survey found 2,536 specimens of 19 native unionid species. Eighteen 
species were collected from 24 side-channels sampled, while 12 species were found in 
four borrow sites surveyed. The three most abundant species were the giant floater 
(Anadonta grandis), fragile papershell (Leptodea fragilis), and the pink papershell 
(Potamilus ohiensis) which made up 87.5% of the total number of specimens collected. 
Twenty-six native species are reported to occur in the middle river. 

A&M 9. Bolters Bar Micro Model Study. The St. Louis District's Applied 
River Engineering Center micro-modeled an area of repetitive maintenance dredging in 
Pool 26 (rm 227-222). This reach, the Bolters Bar reach, is one of the most often dredged 
areas in the St. Louis District. Over 3.9 million cubic yards of material has been dredged 
in the reach in the last 18 years, at a cost of over $5. l million. Preliminary results of that 
micro-model study were included in the A&M 1998 Progress Report. Those results were 
flnalized in a 1999 status report (Appendix G). The recommended plan includes the 
placement of four chevron dikes along the right descending bank. Although traditional 
dike structures also produced favorable results, chevron dikes were chosen for because of 
their environmental benefits. The chevron dikes should also stabilize the dredge material 
placed behind the structures, which will likely result in the creation and use of recreation 
beaches in that reach. Other recommendations included removal of some remnant dikes, 
and creation of a deflector dike, all along the right descending bank. 

A&M 10. Evaluation of fish assemblages near the Ste. Genevieve Bend, 
Mississippi. A final report on the fish sampling work at Ste. Genevieve Bend was 
completed in 1999. The draft copy of this report was included in the 1998 progress 
report. Rock Hopper bottom trawling was conducted in and near the main channel of the 
Ste. Genevieve Bend on August 1997. This work was to determine the presence offish 
species in these habitats prior to a placement ofbendway weirs and to determine if this 
sampling method is a potentially valuable collection technique in the open river. Weirs 
were placed in the bend in September 1997. The study serves as a baseline in this area for 
comparison offish collection data after the bendway weirs were completed. The full 
report is in Appendix H. 

The fish collection technique appeared to work relatively well outside the main 
channel on the inside bend (80o/o offish captures) but was not as effective in the main 
channel or main channel border. In fact no fish were captured in two trawls taken in the 
outer bend of the main channel. Thirty-five fish of 6 species were collected during 8 trawl 
runs. Species included sicklefin chub (Macrohybopsis meeki), common carp (Cyprinus 
carpio), channel catfish (Ictalurus punctatus), blue catfish (Ictalurus farcatus), mooneye 
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(Hiodon tergisus), and shovelnose sturgeon (Scaphirhynchus platorynchus). Although 
very few fish were captured in the main channel, the only sickle fin chub (Federal 
candidate species) collected in the effort was in the main channel. Relatively large 
numbers of shovelnose sturgeon were collected within the inside bend of the navigation 
channel. Both adults and young-of-year blue catfish and shovelnose sturgeon were 
captured at the site. It is likely that these two species spawn within the Ste. Genevieve 
bend vicinity. 

The report mentions that the Rock Hopper trawling method was ineffective in 
strong currents(> lm/s) as well as dangerous. One potentially effective method of 
sampling this type ofhabitat would be to collect data using hydroacoustic equipment. 
This method would provide a way to collect total fish biomass and size structure 
estimates, and could be combined with trawling efforts to estimate species composition 
of the area. 

A&M 11. Fish Habitat Sampling Prior to Channel Modifications on the 
Open River. St. Louis District conducted survey work and fish sampling at two sites 
proposed for river channel modification. The sites, Greenfield Bend (RM 4) and the bend 
near the Ohio River confluence (RM 0) will also be surveyed after channel modification. 
Information gained at these two sites will aid with future A&M dike implementation 
projects. 

l lA. Ohio River Confluence Site. New river channel modification structures 
have been proposed to be added or existing structures modified near RM 0 on the right 
descending bank of the Mississippi River. Specifically, dike 1.3 on the right bank (R) is 
to be extended out to the end of dike .S(R) and raised to 15 foot STL (Saint Lou.is gauge) 
and sloped up to high bank (HB). Dike .S(R) is planned to also be raised to 15 foot STL 
at the end and sloped up to HB. At RM .6(R) and RM .3(R) two new dikes of the same 
elevations as above are planned to be newly constructed, extending out to a line between 
dikes . l{R) and .S(R). These structures have been proposed in order to widen the 
navigation channel at the bend where 17 collisions and 3 groWldings involving tows have 
occurred in the last 18 years. 

Fish sampling using a modified otter trawl was completed along a sandbar on the 
inside bend of the Mississippi River across the river from the Ohio River mouth on 13 
and 14 September 1999. Sampling was conducted along the entire sandbar at depth 
intervals of 5 feet, 10 feet, 15 feet and 20 feet. Sampling was conducted with the current. 
Numbers and species of fish collected included the following: 601 channel catfish 
(lctaluros punctatus), 182 speckled chub (Macrohybopsis aestivalis), 79 blue catfish 
(lctalurus furcatus), 84 freshwater drum (Aplodinotus gronniens), 17 shovelnose 
sturgeon (Scaphirhynchus platorynchu), eight gizzard shad (Dorosoma cepedianum), 
three white bass (Marone chrysops), two silverband shiners (Notropis shumardi), one 
emerald shiner (Notropis atherinoides), one striped bass (Marone saxatilis), one goldeye 
(Hiodon alosoides), one sauger (Stizostedion canadense), and one sicklefin chub 
(Macrohy·bopsis meeld). Most fish were captured in trawls completed at the 5 and 10-foot 
intervals. 
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On 23 September, the M.V. Boyer surveyed the area. Bathymetry, velocity, 
substrate, and hydroacoustic fisheries information was collected at that time. Substrate 
appeared to be mostly sand at the middle and lower part of the sandbar, however gravel 
was picked up in the net on the upper part of the bend. The hydroacoustic data showed 
that the substrate occurring on the upper end of the site was a coarser material than 
substrate on the downstream end. Post construction monitoring ofbathymetry, velocity, 
substrate, and hydro acoustic fisheries information are planned to be completed by the 
M.V. Boyer. Trawl sampling is also planned to be completed. 

llB. Greenfield Bend Site. New river channel modification structures were 
proposed for the Greenfield Bend area. Specifically, two new bendway weirs are 
proposed to be placed upriver from the existing weir field at Rrv1 4.2 and at RM 4.0. 
These are being considered due to encroachment of a point bar into the navigation 
channel on the inside bend. 

Sampling was performed at Greenfield Bend on 27 and 28September1999. 
Sampling methods were the same as at the Ohio Mouth site. The bathymetry of the site 
was quite varied, from very shallow gently sloping bottom, to a very sharp drop off into a 
95 ft thalweg hole. In fact, sampling at the middle section of the point bar was deleted 
because very steep slope conditions made using an otter trawl impractical. Because of 
river substrate conditions, including snags and substrate type, only three successful trawl 
hauls were completed on the upper part of the point bar at 10, 15, and 20 feet intervals. 
One unsuccessful trawl (snag) was attempted at the five-foot interval of the upriver 
portion of the bar, and one other unsuccessful trawl (snag) was completed at the 10-foot 
interval of the down river portion of the point bar. No other sampling was attempted at 
this site. 

Fish species collected included speckled chub, shovelnose sturgeon, channel 
catfish, a blue catfish and one stonecat. The stonecat was collected in the unsuccessful 
trawl over the cobble substrate on the upper transect. Stonecats are not widely distributed 
throughout the river, occurring primarily in areas with both flow and rocky crevices. Its 
capture points to the wriqueness of this site. Contrary to the poor sampling results, the 
site appeared to have diverse habitat, and a change to sampling methods more appropriate 
for the site (i.e. seines and trammel nets) could reveal a more diverse group of fishes. 

The M.V. Boyer surveyed the area on 23 September. Bathymetry, velocity, 
substrate, and hydroacoustic fisheries information was collected at that time. Based on 
field observations, it appears that a large continuous area of gravel substrate exists off the 
ends of the weirs. The hydroacoustic equipment indicated that there was a substantial 
number offish using the deep hole off the end of the last weir. It appears that 
configuration of the sandbar shelters the hole from most channel flows. Post construction 
monitoring ofbathymetry, velocity, substrate, and hydro acoustic fisheries information 
are planned to be completed by the M.V. Boyer. Fish sampling is also planned to be 
completed, however the methods used to capture fish may be changed. 
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FY 2000 A&M Program 

The FY 2000 A&M budget is $ l million. This figure is in line with previous 
years' budgets but is less than the $1.5 million per year requested in Design 
Memorandum 24_ At this time, the program is expected to be extended till 2007 to offset 
the annual differences in funding. Proposed construction activities in 2000 include 
completion of the chevron dike field above Cottonwood Island (RM 289) and 
construction of a notched closing structure behind Cottonwood Island in Pool 24. The 
original plan called for five chevron dikes at the head of Cottonwood Island. Three of the 
chevron dikes were built in 1993. The remaining two chevron dikes will be constructed in 
2000. In addition, the notched closing structure will be built behind Cottonwood Island to 
decrease sedimentation in the sidechannel. Some of the biological monitoring work to be 
done in 2000 includes continued sampling at the chevron dike and multiple roundpoint 
struchrres and testing of gate manipulation scenarios at Lock and Darn 25 to increase fish 
passage. Other work in 2000 includes replacing the A&M mooring buoy below Lock and 
Dam 25, moving the existing buoy to a location below Lock and Darn 22 and finalizing a 
plan for the creation, protection, and enhancement of open river side channels. 
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1999 Summary Report 

Chevron Dike Hydroacoustic Fisheries Sampling 


US Army Corps of Engineers, St. Louis District 

A void and Minimize Program 


Background: Tbree chevron dikes have been recently constructed in Pool 25 of the Mississippi 
River (M.R.M. 266.0R). Two of these dikes were constructed in June 1998. One was 
constructed in March 1999. These innovative channel training structures were built under the St. 
Louis District's Avoid and Minimize program. At this location the three chevron dikes, which 
look like "V's or U's" with the apex pointing upstream, were built in a downstream line and act 
to deflect flow towards the channel. During high flow a deep hole is scoured in the area behind 
the chevron dike's apex. The slack-water area that forms behinds the structures, outside of high 
flow conditions, creates a unique habitat. Previous fish sampling work on chevron dikes in Pool 
24 (Atwood 1998) found that a variety of fishes are using this habitat. The chevron dikes at 
266.0 have never been sampled. Chevron dikes have not been sampled in the winter, but it is 
expected that the area behind the chevron dike provides valuable fish over-wintering habitat. 

Sampling to Date: The three chevron dikes at 266.0 were sampled on 4 August 1999 and 13 
December 1999. 

4 August 1999 
All three chevron dikes were sampled. Water temperature was 27.2"C. Pool 25 was at open 
river but the chevron dikes were not overtopped. The MV Boyer was used to collect bathymetry, 
velocity, and hydroacoustic fisheries data. Transects were run upstream from the bottom of the 
chevron dike to the apex. Three transects were run inside of both the top and middle dikes. Four 
transects were run inside of the lower chevron dike. Depths behind the top and middle chevron 
dikes exceeded 11 meters. Depths behind the lower chevron dike exceeded 7 meters. Analysis 
of the hydroacoustic data found similar fish densities behind all three dikes. Densities ranged 
from 46 I fish per acre behind the top chevron dike to 576 fish per acre behind the lower chevron 
dike. The average density behind the middle chevron dike was 570 fish per acre. Because Pool 
25 was at open river, it is likely that these dikes were providing some refuge to fish from the 
higher velocities associated with open river. 

13 December 1999 
All three chevron dikes were sampled. Water temperature was 5°C. Pool 25 was at normal pool 
conditions. The MV Boyer collected bathymetry, velocity, and hydroacoustic fisheries data. At 
each chevron dike, the same transects lines run on 4 August were run on 13 December. In 
addition, one transect was run across the back end of each chevron dike and one transect was run 
around the outside of the lower and upper chevron dikes. Two additional transects were run 
inside both the top and middle chevron dikes. Depths behind the top and middle chevron dikes 
exceeded 9 meters. Depths behind the lower chevron dike exceeded 4 meters. Fish densities 
bet\Veen the three dikes varied greatly. No fish were found using the lower weir. Fish densities 
per acre were 2,60 I and 1,828 for the middle and upper chevron dikes respectively. No fish were 



found on the transects run across the end of each chevron dike. One fish was found on the 
transect around the outside of the lower chevron dike. No fish were found around the outside of 
the upper chevron. Transects and fish locations for all three dikes are included at the end of the 
report. 

Table l. Chevron sampling data from 1999. 

Sample Max. depth Fish density Water temp. Pool conditions 
date meters #/acre oc 

Unner Chevron inside 8-4-99 11 325 27.2 Open river 
Middle Chevron inside 8-4-99 11 402 27.2 Ooen river 
Lower Chevron inside 8-4-99 7 406 27.2 Ooen river 
Unner Chevron inside 12-13-99 9 1823 5 Normal pool 
Middle Chevron inside 12-13-99 9 2590 5 Normal oool 
Lower Chevron inside 12-13-99 4 0 5 Normal pool 
Unner Chevron below 12-13-99 6 0 5 Normal noel 
Middle Chevron below 12-13-99 5 0 5 Normal pool 
Lower Chevron below 12-13-99 4 0 5 Normal pool 
Unner Chevron outside 12-13-99 5 0 5 Normal pool 
Lower Chevron outside 12-13-99 5 40 5 Normal pool 

Conclusions: Fish were using the chevron dikes during both sampling trips. The upper and 

middle dikes showed a marked increase in density frorri the ·August to the December sample. 

These increased concentrations are likely due to the fact that fish are using the structures as over­

wintering locations. Both dikes provide the deep holes and low velocities that fish seek out 

during the winter. The lower dike had no over-wintering fish. This lack of fish may be due to 

the configuration of that dike and/or when it was constructed. The configuration of that dike (the 

riverside leg is much shorter than the bank.side leg) does not provide the refuge from river flows 

that the other dikes appear too. Having been constructed one year later than the upper two 

chevron dikes, the lower chevron dike has had only one high water event to create a scour hole 

behind the dike. Consequently, depths behind the lower chevron dike are shallower than behind 

either of the upper two chevron dikes. 


While lower than the December sample, the August sample showed that fish were using all three 

of the chevron dikes. Further fieldwork should show if the August density numbers were higher 

than expected densities outside of open river conditions. Because the chevron dikes provide a 

slack-water refuge from the higher open river flow, it is possible that a higher number of fish 

were using the dikes than would have been expected during normal pooled summer conditions. 

Based on the results from Atwood (1998) you would expect fish to be using the dikes year round. 


Monitoring at the site will continue in 2000. Presently a summer and a winter sample are 

scheduled. 


References: 

Atwood, E.R. 1998. Cottonwood Island Dike Fisheries Evaluation Update. Prepared for U.S. 




Army Corps of Engineers, St. Louis District. 19 pp. 
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Downstream Chevron 
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Introduction 

The Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fisheries, Boundary Rivers Program, 
with assistance from the St. Louis District, Corps of Engineers, has conducted fish sampling with 
A.C. electrofishing (EF) on the Cottonwood Island Chevrons since October 1993. The upstream 
and downstream most chevrons have been sampled, along with a small backwater slough at Drift 
Island as a control site. In 1998 two additional control sites (Head of Bay Island and main 
channel border along Cottonwood Island, adjacent to the upper chevron) were sampled to 
evaluate for possible inclusion in the study. The dates of sampling for these sites, as well as EF 
time period for each site are shown in Table 1. 

Methods 

The electrofishing unit used in this study consists of a 230 volt, 4000 watt, 3 phase A.C. 
generator which energizes 3 steel cable electrodes (5/8") suspended from 3 booms projecting off 
the bow of an 18' welded aluminum boat. The electrodes are approximately 5' apart, project 
about 6' off the bow and project to a water depth of about 4', creating an electric field with an 
approximate diameter of 10' and reaching a depth of about 6'. Typically 6 - 10 amperes of 
current are generated within this field. The sampling is conducted by a two person crew, one 
stationed in the bow of the boat to dip stunned fish with a long handled dip net from the water 
and into a oxygenated live well, and one operating the motor. Typically, two EF runs are 
conducted at each chevron, one along the outside of the chevron and one within the inside of the 
chevron. Rough sketches of the study area and typical chevron sampling runs are attached. 

After each EF run the fish are identified to species, weighed, measured, checked for 
abnormalities and disease, and returned live to the river. Fishes too small to identify in the field 
are preserved and returned to the lab for processing. Data are tabulated on standard field sheets 
and later entered into the Department's fisheries database (Fisheries Analysis System). 

Results and Discussion 

A total of 6153 fishes representing 53 species have been collected during 985 minutes of 
electrofishing (93.70 fish/15 ef min). When these data are summarized by habitat type (inside, 
outside, Drift Is.) over all sampling periods (Table 2), the highest catch rate was observed inside 
the chevrons (135.21 fish/15 min EF), followed by Drift Island Slough (78.64 fish/15 min EF) 
and outside the chevrons (74.10 fish/15 min EF). The number of species collected was also 
highest inside the chevrons (41 species) [Table 2], followed by Drift Island Slough (36 species) 
and outside the chevrons (29 species). Table 3 summarizes fish collections from all sites 
sampled to date. 

When the number of species collected per site are compared (Figure 1), the highest species 
richness was observed from inside the upper chevron (37 species) follov.• . by Drift Island 
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Slough (36 species), lower inside and upper outside (28 species), Head of Bay Island (2S) and 
lower outside (19 species). When catch rates for each site (over all sampling periods) are 
compared, the upper inside chevron is higher than all other sites with 137.08 fish./15 min EF, 
followed by lower inside ( 130.94 fish/IS min) and Drift Island Slough (97.59 fish/IS min) 
[Figure 2]. These data suggest that the habitat types created inside the chevron dikes are holding 
more individual fishes and more fish species per unit area than either the habitat inunediately 
outside of the chevrons or the slough habitat. 

A similar picture emerges when the catch rates by site of selected individual fish species are 
compared. The catch rates for gizzard shad (Figure 3) and bullhead minnow (Figure 5) were 
higher inside chevrons than elsewhere. The catch rate for smallmouth buffalo was highest in the 
slough followed by inside lower and inside upper (Figure 6). The catch rates for channel catfish 
(Figure 7) and flathead catfish (Figure 8), however, were highest on the outside of the chevrons. 
The largemouth bass catch rates were highest in the slough, but higher (and similar) inside the 
two chevrons than outside (Figure 9). The bluegill catch rate in the slough habitat was much 
higher than elsewhere, but was higher inside chevrons than outside (Figure 10). 

A broader and more holistic view, however, is to look at chevrons in their entirety, with habitats 
inside and outside as an interacting, integrated whole. When observed from this perspective, as a 
single habitat unit or a chevron dike field, we notice that of the 54 species collected so far in this 
study effort, 48 are associated with chevrons (Table 2). 

An examination of the length frequencies of selected fishes collected from the vicinity of the 
chevrons (inside and outside) and Drift Island Slough helps illustrate the similarities and 
differences in the fish populations inhabitating these two habitat types. For instance, although 
smallmouth buffalo densities associated with the chevrons are considerably less than those in 
Drift Island Slough, the size range observed for this species is greater in the vicinity of the 
chevrons than in the slough and it appears chevrons are providing higher quality nursery habitat 
for these fishes than is the slough habitat (Figures 11 and 12). Largemouth bass and bluegill 
densities are also much higher in Drift Island Slough and the size ranges are also greater (Figures 
13, 14, 15 and 16). Similar to smallmouth buffalo, the proportion of juvenile largemouth bass 
and bluegill observed in the vicinity of the chevrons is higher than those associated with the 
slough, probably indicating the favorable juvenile habitat conditions provided inside the 
chevrons. 

It's also interesting to look at the density and size differences between lotic fish species collected 
inside and outside the chevrons, such as channel catfish and white bass, and may help illustrate 
possible biotic interactions between the inside and outside chevron habitat types. 

The channel catfish catch rate was more than 3.5 times higher along the outside of the chevrons 
than inside (Table 2), suggesting higher densities outside. The size structure of channel catfish 
collected inside and outside indicates similar sized fishes are utilizing both areas (Figures 17 and 
18). The catch rate data coupled with the length frequency data suggests that adult fish are 
residing most often outside the chevrons and occasional move into the inside. The purpose of 
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such movement is unknown, but at least two possibilities exist: 1) channel catfish use the inside 
as a temporary resting place from high current velocities experienced on outside, and 2) they are 
utilizing the slightly higher density of forage fishes and slighter different macroinvenebrate 
assemblage (Ecological Specialists, Inc 1997) found inside. 

Unlike the channel catfish, the catch rate for white bass on the inside was 2.5 times that on the 
outside and the observed size distribution of these fishes between these habitats is markedly 
different. The majority of white bass found inside were young of the year fish, while the most of 
those fish collected on the outside of the chevrons were one year or older, suggesting, again the 
interior habitat is providing valuable nursery habitat for young fishes. 

Conclusion 

The data collected thus far in this evaluation strongly suggest that chevron dikes are providing 
useful and valuable habitat for a variety of riverine fishes. The outside of chevrons have been 
shown to provide excellent habitat for quality sized channel catfish, flathead catfish, common 
carp and a variety of minnows and shiners. Smallmouth bass, uncommon within this river reach, 
have also been collected along the outside of chevrons. From the species composition and the 
number of young of the year fishes present, the inside of chevrons appear to be providing 
backwater type habitat (at appropriate water levels) in a reach of river where such habitat is 
limited. 
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Table 1. Sampling dates and electrofishing effort for Cottonwood Island chevron dike study. 

E!ectrofishing 
Samnlinn dat Station name effort lmin\ 

14-0ct-93 Lower Chevron Inside 9 
14-0ct-93 Lower Chevron Outside 9 
14-0ct-93 u er Chevron Inside 9 
14-0ct-93 u er Chevron Outside 9 
21-Ju!-95 Drift Island Slounh 60 

02-Aun-95 u er Chevron Inside 14 
02-AUn-:.95 u--er Chevron Outside 14 
12-sen-95 Lower Chevron Inside 16 
12-Sen-95 Lower Chevron Outside 16 
12-Se"-95 Ll""er Chevron Inside 16 
12-Se"-95 u er Chevron Outside 16 
11-0ct-95 u er Chevron Inside 14 
11-0ct-95 u er Chevron Outside 14 
12-Aun-96 Drift Island Siounh 60 
14-AUn-..96 Lower Chevron Inside 15 
14-Aun-96 Lower Chevron Outside 15 
14-Au,...-96 Li'"'""er Chevron Inside 15 
14-Au"-96 u er Chevron Outside 15 
09--Se'"'-96 Drift Island Slouch 15 
09--Sen-96 Lower Chevron Outside 15 
o&-sen-96 u er Chevron Inside 15 
o&-sen-96 u--er Chevron Outside 15 
08-0ct-96 Drift Island Slounh 15 
08-0ct-96 Lower Chevron Outside 15 
08-0ct-96 Li"""er Chevron Inside 15 
08-0ct-96 u er Chevron Outside 15 
16-Jul-97 Lower Chevron Inside 15 
16-Jul-97 Lower Chevron Outside 15 
16-Jul-97 U--er Chevron Inside 10 
16-Jul-97 U-"er Chevron Outside 10 

04-Aun-97 Drift Island S!ounh 60 
2&-Sen-97 U""er Chevron Inside 15 
2&-S"' -97 Ll'"'"'er Chevron Outside 15 
12-Jun-98 Cottonwood MCB 20 
12-Jun-98 Lower Chevron Inside 15 
12-Jun-98 u er Chevron Inside 15 
12.Jun-98 u er Chevron Outside 20 
06-Aun-98 Drift Island SIOU"h 60 
17-AUn-98 Lower Chevron Inside 15 
17-AUn-98 Lower Chevron Outside 15 
17-Aun-98 Ll"'"'er Chevron Inside 15 
17-Au"-98 Ll""er Chevron Outside 15 
14-0ct-98 Head of Bav Island 20 
14-0ct-98 u er Chevron Inside 15 
14-0ct-98 u er Chevron Outside 15 

25-Aun-99 Drift Island S!ouah 60 
26-Aun-99 Head of Ba" Island 15 
26-Aun-99 u er Chevron Inside 15 
26-ALin-99 U--er Chevron Outside 15 
23-S€n-99 Head of Bav Island 20 
23-sen-99 U--er Chevron Inside 12 
23-Sen-99 12Ll'"'"er Chevron Outside 

Total effort to dale 985 
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Table 2. CompostHlon of fishes collected with boat electroflshlng at Cottonwood Island Chevron Dikes study area, 19! 

Chevron Inside Chevron Outside Chevron Total Drift Is. Slouah All Stations 
samohno effort {minl 280 300 580 330 910 

s ies N N/15min N N/15mln N N/15mln N N.115min N N/15min 

Shortno~ ~~r 4 02' 0 0 4 0.10 3 0.14 ' 0.12 
LoMnose ' 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 5 023 5 0.08-" 0 0.00 0 o.oo 0 0.00 " 0.95 " 0.35 
American eel 0 0.00 2 0.10 2 0.05 0 0.00 2 0.03 
Ski~•ack herri"" ' 0.05 0 o.oo ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
Gizzard sl\a.d "' 42.11 '53 7.65 939 24.28 28, 12.77 "'° 20.11 
Threadfin shad ' 0.05 0 o.oo ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
Mooneye 0 0.00 3 Q.15 3 0.08 0 o.oo 3 Q.05 
Goldfish ' 0.05 0 o.oo ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
C.m " 1.93 " 4.85 "'3 3" '°' 4.82 239 3.5' 
Binheadeam ' 0.05 0 o.oo ' 0.03 ' 0.05 2 0.03 
Sill/er ea"' 0 0.00 0 o.oo 0 o.oo ' 0.05 ' 002 
Cam x Goldfish 0 o.oo 0 0.00 0 0.00 ' 0.05 ' 0.02 
Cen!l"al stoneroller 0 o.oo ' 0.05 ' 0.03 0 000 ' 0.02 
Suckermcuth mhinow 5 02' 0 0.00 5 0.t3 0 000 5 0.08 
Silllerchub ' o•s " 0.55 " 0.47 9 0.41 " OAS 
s n shiner 82 4.39 '" 8.70 256 6.62 3 0.14 259 .,, 
Red shiner 6 0.32 " 0.75 " 0.54 0 0.00 " 0.35 
Blun!nose minnow 4 02' 2 0.10 6 0.16 ' 0.05 ' 0.12 
Bullhead minnow '20 22.50 28 34-0 "" 11.59 38 U3 '" 8.01 
Emerald shiner "' 18.43 588 29.40 932 24.10 ' 0.05 933 15.38 
snverband shrner ' 0.05 0 0.00 ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
River shiner ... 2."6 28 1.40 " 1.91 0 0.00 " '22 
B"'mou!h shiner 0 0.00 ' 0.05 ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
sand shiner 6 0,2 " 0.70 20 0.52 0 0.00 20 0.33 
Mimic shiner " 3."3 " 1.55 96 2.46 ' 0.05 96 1.58 

it shiner 4 02, 0 o.oo 4 0.10 0 0.00 4 0.07 
Shiner " 0.70 0 o.oo " o•• 0 o.oo " 02' 
Sicimouth buffalo " 0.91 0 0.00 " O« '°' 4.62 "' 2.03 
Smallmouth buffalo 59 3.16 25 '25 84 2.17 224 10.18 306 5.08 
Blaek buffalo ' 0.05 0 0.00 ' 0.03 9 0.41 '° 0.16 
Unidentified Ca ucker " 0.75 0 0.00 " 0.36 0 0.00 " 023 
Quil~ " 0.75 0 o.oo " 0.36 ' 0.05 " 025 
River ca ""'" " 3.91 ' o.os " 1.91 " 0.86 93 1.53 
s sucker 0 0.00 0 o.oo 0 0.00 2 0.09 2 0.03 
Shorthead redhorse 4 ,,, 9 0.45 " 0•4 2 0.09 " 025 
Golden redhorse 3 0.16 0 o.oo 3 0.08 0 0.00 3 0.05 
Channel catfish 29 1.55 '°' 5.45 ,,. 3.57 33 ,.50 "' 

,,, 
Flathead catfish 4 02' " 4.55 95 2."6 26 1.18 "' '"'Freckled madtom 0 o.oo ' 0.05 ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
M uttofish " 0.80 0 0.00 " 0.39 " 1.86 56 0.92 
Brook silllerside ' 0.05 0 0.00 ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
Wh~ebass 32 1.71 " 0.70 ... 1.19 3 0.14 49 0.81 
Yelklwbass 0 0.00 ' 0.05 ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02."". ;, 5 0.27 0 o.oo 5 0.13 '°' 4.73 '°' 1.80 
Whrteera ;, 2 0.11 0 0.00 2 0.05 ., 1.82 " 0.69 ... mouth bass 36 393 5 025 " 306 80 3.64 '" '·"SmaUmouth bass 0 o.oo 4 020 4 0.10 0 0.00 4 0.07 
Wannouth ' 0.05 0 0.00 ' 0.03 ' 026 9 0.15 
Graen sunfish 52 2.79 7 0.35 59 1.53 2 0.09 " 1.01 
Blu""ill x Green sunfish ' 0.05 0 0.00 ' 0.03 0 0.00 ' 0.02 
Blu..,.,iK "' 7.13 " 0.90 "' 3.91 "" 30.41 820 13.52 
Redear sunfish 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 ' 0.05 ' 0.02 
<>ooo~ tied sunfish 56 3.00 0 0.00 56 1.45 "' 10.50 "' 4.73 
Sauner ' 0.16 0 0.00 3 0.08 ' 0.05 4 0.07 

' "" ' 0.05 ' o.os 2 0.05 2 0.09 4 0.07 
Mud darter 0 o.oo 0 o.oo 0 0.00 ' o.os ' 0.02 
freshwater drum ,36 7.29 48 2.40 '" 4.76 '° 3.18 254 4.19 

Total number fish collected 2524 135.21 '482 74.10 4006 103.60 "30 78.64 5736 94.55 
Number of ~"ecies collected " 29 48 36 54 



Table 3. Summary of fishes collected with boat electrofishing at Cott011wood Island Chevron Dikes srudy area, 1993 • 1999. 

Chevrons Control sites 
'---'"""• 

,__ -­ -­ Dott•>.S ,._,otBo.ylo. ~ -~-
samtlina effort /minl 85 100 195 200 330 55 20 985 

Species 
Shortnose aar 0 0 4 0 3 1 0 7 
Lonanose aar 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 
Bowfio 0 0 0 0 21 0 0 21 
American eel 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
Skiniack herrinn 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 
Gizzard shad 215 41 571 112 281 6 5 1220 
Threadfin shad 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Mooneve 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 
Biahead caro 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
Silvercaro 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Goldfish 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
C•m 7 27 29 70 10£ 37 4 239 
Cam x Goldfish 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Central stoneroller 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 
Suckermouth minnow 3 0 2 0 0 0 0 5 
Silver chub 0 2 7 9 9 0 0 ZI 
Sootfin shiner 52 57 30 117 3 20 3 259 
Red shiner 1 5 5 10 0 21 0 21 
Bluntnose minnow 1 0 3 2 1 0 0 7 
Bullhead minnow 114 7 306 21 38 5 1 486 
Emerald shiner 119 194 225 394 1 46 3 933 
Silverband shiner 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
River shiner 20 13 26 15 0 0 2 74 
Binmouth shiner 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Sand shiner 0 1 6 13 0 0 0 20 
Mimic shiner 5 8 59 23 1 2 2 96 
s ttai! shiner 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 
Shiners 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 13 
Binmouth buffalo 10 0 7 0 106 7 0 123 
Smallmouth buffalo 27 8 32 17 224 1 2 308 
Black buffalo 1 0 0 0 9 2 0 10 
Quillback 5 0 9 0 1 0 1 15 
River camsucker 30 0 43 1 19 0 3 93 
Camsucker s 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 14 
s tied sucker 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 
Shorthead redhorse 0 4 4 5 2 4 5 15 
Golden redhorse 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 3 
Channel catfish 8 56 21 53 33 10 2 171 
Flathead catfish 3 27 1 64 26 1 0 121 
Freckled madtom 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Mo=uitofish 0 0 15 0 41 1 0 56 
Brook silverside 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
White bass 14 5 18 9 3 5 1 49 
Yellow bass 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Black era ,, 3 0 2 0 104 5 0 109 
White era i• 0 0 2 0 40 1 0 42 
Laraemouth bass 11 0 25 5 80 4 0 121 
Smallmouth bass 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 4 
Warmouth 0 0 1 0 8 0 0 9 
Green sunfish 4 0 48 7 2 0 0 61 
Siu..,.,ill 23 4 110 14 669 23 1 820 
Redear sunfish 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Orannes tied sunfish 23 0 33 0 231 3 0 287 
Bluell'ill x Green sunfish 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Sauner 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 4 
Lo erch 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 4 
Mud darter 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Freshwater drum 39 18 97 30 70 10 4 254 

Total number fish collected 742 479 1782 1003 2147 218 40 6153 
Number of soecies collected 28 19 37 28 36 25 16 53 
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Figure 1. TotJ.l number offish species collected with electro fishing at Coctonwood Island Chevrons, 

Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993 - 1999. 
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Figure 2. TotJ.l number of fish collected per 15 min of electro fishing at Cottonwood Island 

Chevrons, Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993 - 1999. 
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Figure 3. Total number of gizzard shad collected per 15 min of electro fishing :u Co nonwood Island 


Chevrons, Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993- 1999 
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Figure 4. 	 Total number ofemerald shiner colle.:n:d per 15 min of electrofishing at Cottonwood 

Island Chevrons. Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993 - 1999. 
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Figure 5. Total number of bullhead minnow collected per 15 min of electro fishing at Cottonwood 

!sl:uu;! Chevrons. Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993 - 1999. 
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Figure IS. Total number of smallmouth buffalo collected per 15 min of electrofishing at Cononwood 

Island Chevrons, Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island. 1993 - 1999. 
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Figure 7. Total number of ch=e! catfish collected per !5 min of e!ec110fishing at Cottonwood 

Island Chevrons. Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993 - 1999. 

5-• 
.E 
E 4"'-~•a..., 

3.!! 
u 
.!! 
0 
u 2.c•;:-c 
~ 1•.c 
E, 
c 

0 -­ -­ ,___ .._,.,...,....,. 
""""-~ 

Station 

Figure 8. Total number of flathead catfish collecu:d per 15 min of elec110fishing at Cottonwood 

Island Chevrons, Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993 + 1999. 
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Figure 9. Total number of !argemouch bass collected per 15 min of electro fishing at Conon wood 

Island Chevrons. Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island. 1993 - 1999. 
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FigurelO. Total number of bluegill collecb:d per 15 mln of e!eccrofishing at Cononwood Island 

Chevrons, Drift Island Slough and Head of Bay Island, 1993 - 1999. 
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Figure 11. Length frequency of smallmouth buffalo collected inside and outside of Cottonwood 

lsl11;nd chevron dikes, 1993 -1998. 
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Figure 12. Length frequency of smallmouth buffalo collected at Drift ls.land Slough, 1993 - 1998. 

N=83 

Fish Length (mm) 

5 

N= 197 

80 120 160 200 240 280 320 360 400 440 
100 140 180 220 2'50 300 340 380 420 

Fish length (mm) 



5 

4 
N=39 

~ 3•~ 
0 
0 z 2 

01-1-­
60 100 140 180 220 260 300 340 380 420 460 

80 120 160 200 240 280 320 360 400 440 
Fish Length (mm) 

Figure 13. 	 Length freq\Jtlncy of largemouth bass collected inside and outside of Cottonwood 
Island chevron dikes, 1993 ~ 1998. 
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Figure 14. 	Length frequency of largemouth bass collected at Drift Island Slough, 1993 - 1998. 
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Figure 15_ Length freql.lency of bluegill colleeted !n$ide and outside at Cottonwood Island 

chevron dikes, 1993 "1998. 
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Figure 16. Length frequency of bluegill collected at Drift Island Slough, 1993 - 1998. 
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Figure 17. Length frequency of channel catfish colleeted inside at Cottomrood Island chevrons, 
1993 -1998. 
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Figure 1 8. 	 Length frequency of channel catfish collected outside at Cottonwood Island chevrons, 
1993-1998_ 
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Figure 19. Length frequency of white bass collected inside at Cottonwood Island chevrons, 
1993-1998. 
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1993. 1998. 
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Introduction 

The Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fisheries, Boundary Rivers Program 
has collected four fish samples with A.C. electrofishing (EF) on the Multiple Round Point 
Structures constructed by the St. Louis District, Corps of Engineers at Mississippi River mile 
256.6L, in 1998 and 1999 (Figure 1). The sampling was conducted in order to obtain 
information on the composition of fishes utilizing these structures. 

Methods 

The electrofishing (ef) unit and the sampling methodology used in this sampling effort is the 
same as that used in the chevron dike study. Each sampling run involved electrofishing around 
each of the six round points and collecting all fish stunned within the range of the dip net and 
circling around in attempt to capture stunned fishes originally out of range. 

Results and Discussion 

A total of 256 fish representing 16 species (44.14 fish/ISmin ef) were collected on the four 
sampling runs (87 minutes total) [Table 2]. Gizzard shad and emerald shiner were the most 
frequently collected species, followed by flathead catfish and channel catfish. 

The length frequency distributions of the flathead and channel catfishes collected in the 
sampling effort indicate that both young of year and older individuals of these species are 
utilizing these structures . 

A notable species collected in this effort is the blue sucker. This big river species is presently 
uncommon in the Mississippi River and is considered a species of special concern by state and 
federal natural resources agencies. The collection of a blue sucker on each of the four sampling 
runs seem to indicate that these fishes are seeking the habitat conditions provided by these 
structures. 

Conclusion 

The data collecred in this preliminary evaluation suggest that multiple round point structures are 
providing useful and valuable habitat for a variety of riverine fishes. Collection of blue suckers 
may indicate these structures are providing a unique habitat type, once more common in the 
nver. 



Table 1. Sampling dates and electrofishing effort for 
Pool 25 Multiple Round Point Structures. 

Electrofishing 
Samclina date effort (min) 

18-Aua-98 22 
15-0ct-98 15 
07-Sec-99 20 
22-Sep-99 30 
Total 87 



Table 2. Composition of fishes collected with A.C. electrofishing 
at Pool 25 Multiple Round Point Structures, 1998-1999. 

Species Number NoJ15min ef 

Gizzard shad 58 10.00 
Cam 20 3.45 
Red shiner 1 0.17 
Emerald shiner 81 13.97 
Mimic shiner 4 0.69 
Smallmouth buffalo 6 1.03 
Blue sucker 9 1.55 
Shorthead redhorse 10 1.72 
Channel catfish 14 2.41 
Flathead catfish 37 6.38 
Stonecat 1 0.17 
White bass 1 0.17 
Green sunfish 2 0.34 
Blueqill 1 0.17 
Slenderhead darter 1 0.17 
Freshwater drum 10 1.72 

Total number 256 44.14 
Number soecies 16 
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2) 	 1999 Progress Report - Fish and water quality 
responses to nonpersistent wetland vegetation 
produced via Environmental Pool Management in 
Pool 25 of the Upper Mississippi River. 
Southern Illinois University Carbondale, 
Fisheries Research Laboratory. 



Progress Report: January 1999-December 1999 

Project: Effects of water level management on waterfowl food 
production in Pool 25, Upper Mississippi River. 

Objectives: 

1) Characterize the plant community associated with water 
level management and estimate seed biomass produced. 

2) Quantify the aquatic invertebrate population response to 
increased macrophyte production. 

3) Characterize avian use of habitats produced by water 
level management. 

Funding Source: U.S. Army Corps of Eng., U.S. Fish & Wild!. 
Serv., Coop. Wild!. Res. Lab. 

Principal Investigator: Bruce D. Dugger 

Graduate Research Assistants: Jamie C. Feddersen 

INTRODUCTION 

Since the late lBOO's, anthropogenic influences on the 

Mississippi River ecosystem have substantially changed system 

structure and function. To increase habitat availability, the 

Upper Mississippi River Conservation Committee (UMRCC) and 

United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) developed a water 

level management plan to increase the health of the Mississippi 

River ecosystem by enhancing fish and wildlife habitat while 

maintaining a 9-ft. navigation channel. The management plan, 

called Environmental Pool Management (EPM), endeavors to 

increase the production of aquatic macrophytes in Pools 24, 25, 

and 26 by lowering pool water levels 0.2 - 1.0 m to expose 
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rnudfla:.s. 

Intensive evaluation of the plane and invertebrate 

comrr.uni ties respondi~.g to E?::-1 l".as r:ot beef':. conduc~ed. !he goal 

of this study is to quan~ify the p:ant food =esources produced 

by wacer level drawdowr.s on Pool 25 of the Mississippi Rive= and 

evaluate invertebrate and avian response to these =esources. 

This repor: is a s;.:.r...~.ary of ac:::i vi ties for ca.2.er.dar year 

1999 and contains preliminary :indings, which may be subject to 

future rnodi:ications and revisions. To prevent the issui~g of 

mis:eading information, persons wishing to quote from any of 

this repor:, to cite it i~ bib:iographies, or :o use it in other 

forms should first obtain permission from the Director of the 

Cooperative Wildlife Research Laboratory. 

STUDY AREA 

The study is being conducted in Pool 25 (Fig. ~), a 32-mile 

st=etch of the ~ississippi River between Lock and Darn 25 (=ive= 

mile 241.4) and Lock and Darn 24 (river mile 273.4). Study sites 

are located in side channel and backwater areas of Jim Crow 

Island, Tur~er :sland, and t~e Batchtown S~ate Fis~ and 

Waterfow: Management Area, hereaf~er referred to as Batchtown. 

Earlier work indicates water d=awdowns resulted in increased 

~acrophy!e abu>.dance at a~l 3 si~es (Wlosinski et al. unpubl. 

data). 
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ACTIVITIES (01 Jan - 31 Dec 1999) 

Plants 

Objective 1: Characterize the plar1t community associated wit."! 

:...ra:er le,.rel mar1agerne:i: a.'1d estimate seed bio.'tlass .Drca'uced.. 

Vegetation composition data were col~ected beginning 3 

weeks post-drawdown, during 24-25 July a:-td 13 P..ugi.:.st 1999. 

Sixteen transects were placed perpendicular to the shoreli~e and 

fo:lowed a~ elevation gradient. A si~gle 0. 5-m2 sample plot wcs 

placed a:ong the transect at locations that corresponded to 5, 

20, 35, 50, and 75-c~ water depth, relative =o fu:l pool {434.0 

ft NGVDI • For each species in each plot we recorded species 

composition, percent cover, and stem density. Nomenclature 

follows Scott and Wasser (1980) and Mohlenbrock (1986). 

Preliminary results of vegetation composition (Fig. 2) 

indicate 15 species responded to river drawdown. Based on 

percent occurrence, t~e most common species were srnar~weeds 

(Polygonum spp.; 93%), barnyardgrasses (Echinochloa crusgalli 

and E. muricata; 80.3%), and chu:::a (Cyperus esculentus; 76%). 

C~ufa had the highest stern density (X = 22.3 stems/0.5rn1
; Fig. 

3), followed by smartweed and barnyardg:::ass ( X = 10. 4 and X = 

8.5 sterns/0.5m2 
, respectively) In general, percent occurrence 

was not influenced by plot elevation (Fig. 4). 

Seed biomass data were collected on 3, 10, and 11 Septe~ber 

1999, beginni~g approximately 3 weeks post ref~ood. We 



quanti=ied seed biomass using techniques developed by Laubah~ 


and Fred=ickson {:992). Seed biomass production of smartweeds, 


barr:yardgrass, c:1ufa, and ri.ce cutgrass (Lee:::sia oryzciC.es) ·,..;as 


estimated to be 4,144 kg/ha. Chufa and smartweeds comprised the 


majority of t~e biomass (2,998 kg/ha a~d 1,038 Kg/ha, 


respec-ci vely) . 


Invertebrates 

Objective 2: Quantify the aquatic macroinver-cebrate population 

respcnse to increased macrophyte prod~ction. 

Nektonic sampling.-- During 1999, we processed all samples 

collected in 1998 from our plots designated to-be-devege:ated 

(TBD) and to-remain-vegetated (TRV) during fall 1998 (Prog. Rep. 

Oct.-Dec. 1998). Organisms were identified using Pennak (1989) 

and Merritt and Cummins (1996). Annelids were identified to 

class, Crustaceans to order or family, Mol:usks and Insects :o 

family. 

Fifty-one different taxa were identified in nektonic 

samples collected at Turner Island and wim Crow Island in 1998 

(Table l). We identified 39 and 45 taxa in TBD and TRV plots, 

respectively. Meaf1. abur.dance per sarr.ple did r.ot differ bet·...Jeen 

TBD plots (X = 3:8.17/1,497.15 cm3 
) and TRV plots (X = 

3D2.61/14c5.D9 Cr.t
3 

, n = 36, F=0.10,p= 0.7565). 

Benthic sampling.--Fifteen different taxa were identified 

in benthic samples collected at Turner Island and Jim Crow 

http:3D2.61/14c5.D9
http:3:8.17/1,497.15
http:oryzciC.es


Island. Number of taxa ident~:~ed in TBD versus TRV plots ~as 

12 and 15, respectively. Mean abundance per sample did noc 

. "di::fer be-:ween C0'.1<...rOl. (X = 62.00) and treatment plots (X = 

46.50, n = 36, F = 0.01, p = 0.9106). 

To-be-devegetated plots were treated with a commercial 

herbicide on 13 July 1999, 2 weeks post drawdown, and every 2 

weeics until reflood occurred to prevent vegetation esta:Clishrr.e~:: 

within the treatment plots. The devegetated plot simulated 

substrate conditions prior to water-level drawdowns occurring on 

Pool 25, (i.e. no management). The TRV plots did not have 

herbicide applied and are intended to represent current 

conditions in drawdown areas of Pool 25. 

On 4 October 1999 we collected 9 nektonic samples and 9 

benthic samples in each of 4 vegetated and 4 devegetated plots 

(n = 144). These samples are currently being processed to 

compare against t~e 1998 samples. 

Waterfowl 

Objective 3: Characterize avian use of habitat produced by water 

level management. 

Nine surveys were conducted between 27 February - 23 April 

1999. We conducted s~rveys :rom the bow of a boat in all main 

channel, side channel, and backwater areas downstream of Jim 

Crow Is:and and in vegetated areas of Batchtown. Surveys of the 

slough on Jim Crow Island and the impoundment on Turner Island 



~ere car.ducted on foot. A rcute was chosen to minimize flushing 

birds to areas not yet surveyed. Wind speed (~~/h), wind 

direction, air temperat~re (°C), prec~pita~ion, a~d percer.: c:o~d 

cover {1J% interval) were recorded prior to beginning surveys. 

~otal number, species, and location (vegetation vs. open water) 

of waterfowl were noted during each survey period. 

Fifteen species o: waterfowl were observed throughout the 

survey period (Table 2). Although we have yet to analyze these 

data, when combining all surveys, it is clear more birds were 

observed in vegetation (35,838) than in open water (2,404) In 

vegetated areas, mallards/American black ducks (Anas 

platyrhynchos/Anas rubripes) and northern pintails (A. acuta) 

were most abundant (18, 432 ar.d 16, 420, respectively). American 

wigeon (A. americana) was the only species observed in the 

vegetation not observed in open water. Compared to dabbling 

ducks, diving ducks were more abundant in oper. water. Lesser 

scaup (Aythya affinis) was the most abundant species in open 

water (1,102) and the only species not observed in vegetation. 

Waterfowl behavior observat~ons were conducted during 

March-April 1999. Activity-budgets of spring migrating 

waterfowl were documented using focal-switch observations 

(Losito et al. 1989). Focal individuals were observed frcm 15 

to 30 minutes and behaviors were recorded at 10-second 

intervals. Observations were conducted from duck blinds presenL 
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within the st~dy area using a 20-60x spotting scope. 

We collected 36.4 hours of time activity budget data, 32.0 

hours in ve~etated areas a~d 4.5 hours i~ non-vegetated areas. 

Combinir.g all data, waterfow~ spent 39% of their time feeding 

and 32% loafing (7able 3). Based or. 29.6 hours of observation, 

dabbling ducks in the vegetation fed 4~% of the time and loafed 

30% of the ti~e. Diving ducks in the open water (3.35 

observation hours) spent 56% of their time loafing and only 14% 

of their time feeding. Mal~ards observed in vegetation (n = 26, 

19.85 observation hours) spent similar amounts of time feeding, 

31% as they did loafing, 39%. Pintails (n = 25, ll.43 

observation hours) spent more time feeding, 50%, than they did 

loafi.-ig, 26%. Ideally we wanted a more even distribution o: 

observations between vegetated and non-vegetated areas; however, 

dabbling ducks rarely occurred in non-vegetated areas. 

DISCUSSION AND PROSPECTUS 

Plants 

Preliminary results indicate EPM continues to produce a 

plant comrn~~ity comprised mainly of moist-soil species that 

provide food for waterfowl. Percent occurrence for barnyard 

grasses and chu~a in our study were similar ~o those reported by 

Wlosinski et al. (unpublished data) but was twice as high for 

smartweeds. These char.ges may not reflect temporal changes in 

the plant community but rather differences in sampling 



8 

techniques. L~tt:e zonation in species distribution sugges:s a 

relatively unifor~ availability of :ood resources in the 

aatchtown area. 

Invertebrates 

The results of the =irst phase of the invertebrate 

experi~ent are encouraging. Prelimi~ary ana:ysis sugges: :here 

was no dif :erence in total abundance and number of taxa be~wee~ 

experimental plots for both sampling techniques prior to 

treatment wit~ herbicide. We are currently processing sa~o:es 

collected in fall 1999, after the herbicide treatment. Whe~ 

these data become available comparisons will be made wit~ tte 

1998 data to see if differences in relative abundance exist 

between plots and years. If abundance is significantly lower in 

non-vegetated plcts than vegetated plots we may be able to 

attribute these difference to the macrophyte response to EPM. 

Additiona~ analyses o: the invertebrate data will focus or. 

differences in ab~ndance of a taxon between plots. 

Waterfow1 

Waterfowl s~=veys ind~cate use of vegetated areas 

predomi~antly by jabbling duck species. Waterfowl using 

vegetated areas spent a major portio~ of their time foragi~g in 

shallow water are=s suggesting they are using plant and 

invertebrate resc~rces produced by the drawdown. However, low 

numbers of dabbli~g ducks in open water may not be an 
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appropriate indicator o: the i~portance of the vegetatio~ 

produced by E?M. Dabbling ducks feed in relatively shallow 

(Bellrose J..976) and their pauci~y in open water may 

reflec: :heir inability to effectively feed in re~ative:y deeper 

water. Sehaviora: observations duri~g spring 2000 wil: 

i~corporate tte devegetated plots from the invertebrate response 

experine~t ~o characterize use of sha:low open water areas. 

Further investigations will include comparing historical 

data from aerial surveys conduc:ed by Illinois Natura~ History 

Survey to identify differences in numbers of waterfowl using 

Batchtown before and since the inception of EPM. If EPM has 

improved habitat conditions in Batchtown we predict a 

significant increase in the abundance of waterfowl between pre­

and post-EPM. This will assist us in developing conclusions to 

the efficacy of EPM i~ producing quality food resources to 

migrating waterfowl. 
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Tab:e 1. ~nvertebrate taxa .:ctentified in nek~on.:c and benthic 
samples collected from paired-plots on Jim Crow Island and 
Turner Island, Pool 25, Upper Mississippi River, October 1998. 

Jim Crow Is1and Turner Is1and 

Taxa Nektonic Benthic Nektonic Benthic 

Aeshnidae 
Araneidae 
Arctiidae 

Asellidae 
Baetiscidae 
Belostomatidae 
Cambaridae 
Carabidae 
Ce::aLopogonidae 
Chironomidae 
Cladocera 
Coenagrior.i..dae 
Copepoda 
Cordulegastridae 
Corixidae 
Cossidae 
Culicidae 
Dolichopodidae 
Empididae 
Garnmaridae 
Gerridae 
Gryllidae 
Gyrinidae 
Haliplidae 
Hebridae 
Hirudinea 
Hydrometridae 
Hydrophilidae 
Hydroptilidae 
Lestidae 
Libellulidae 
Lycosidae 
Lymnaeidae 
Macrovelliidae 
Naucoridae 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 



Table 1. Continued. 

Jim Crow Is1and Turner Is1and 

Taxa Nektonic Benthic Nektonic Benthic 

Neon2toda 

Noteridae 
Oligochaeta 
Ostracoda 
Physidae 
Pisauridae 
i?lar!.Orbidae 

Saldidae 
Scelionidae 
Sciornyzidae 
Sisyridae 

Staphylinidae 
Stratiomyidae 

Taba:-iidae 
Talitridae 
Tipulidae 

x 


x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 


x 

x 


x 


x 


x 

x 

x 


x 

x 


x x 

x 

x x 

x x 

x x 

x 

x 

x 

x 


x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 




Table 2. Total waterfowl observed during 9 surveys (27 Feb - 23 April 1999) on lower 
Pool 25, Upper Mississippi River. 

Habitat 

Species Vegetation Oper1 water 'l'otal 

Canada goose 236 I 7 7 % ) 70 (23%) 306 

American wigeon 30 (100%) o ( 0%) 30 

BJue-winged teal 123 I 8 6%) 20 I 14 % ) 143 

Gadwall 67 I 63%) 40 (37%) 107 

Green-winged teal 
Mallard/American black 

Northern pintail 
Northern st1oveler 

<fuck 

378 I 8 9%) 

18, 432 I 98 % ) 

16, 420 I 99%) 

57 I 66%) 

46 I 11%) 

444 ( 2%) 

167 ( l % ) 

30 ( 34 % ) 

424 

18,876 

16,587 
87 

Wood duck 22 I 65%) 12 I 35% l 34 

Canvasback 38 I 68%) 18 (32%) 56 

JJesser scaup 
Redhead 

0 I 0%) 

20 I 2 4 % ) 

1,102 (100%) 

65 (76%) 

1, 102 
85 

Ring-neck duck 15 I 4 % ) 390 I 9 6%) 405 

'Total 35,830 I 94 % ) 2,404 I 6% l 30,242 



Table 3. Percent time devoted to foraging and loafing by waterfowl using Pool 25, Upper 
Mississippi River during spring 1999. 

Vegetation Open Water 

Species Feeding Loafing Feeding Loafing 

Green-wir1ged teal (n = 11) 42 13 

American w.i geor1 (n = 5) 91 0 
Gadwall (n = 3) 0 64 

Mallard I n = 26) 31 39 

Northern pintail (n = 2 5' 3) 51 25 43 36 

Northern shoveler (n = 3) 8 80 

Canvasback (n = 7- ) 0 59 

Lesser Scaup (n = 2) 1 67 

H.iI1g-neck duck (Il -­ 3) 32 46 

Redllead I " 
- 2) 50 14 
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Progress Report: January 1999-December 1999 

Project: 	 Fish and water quality responses to nonpersistent wetland vegetation produced 
via Environmental Pool Management in Pool 25 of the Upper Mississippi River. 

Objectives: 

1. 	 Examine fish use ofnonpersistent vegetation with seine and popnet samples from 
vegetated and experimentally devegetated plots. 

2. 	 Sample adult fish in vegetated areas to determine benefits of increased food availability (e.g., 
forage fish) due to vegetation production. 

3. 	 Study benefits to young fish of residual vegetation in spring. 
4. 	 Monitor the effects of vegetation on water quality 

and zooplankton. 

Funding Agencies: St. Louis District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service 

Principal Investigators: Robert J. Sheehan and Brooks M. Burr 

Graduate Research Assistant: Reid Adams 

Introduction 

Water levels in Pool 25 are currently managed at a midpool control point located near 

Mosier Landing at river mile 260.3 by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, St. Lo~is District. To 

maintain a 2.7-m navigation channel, water levels are managed between 434 - 437 ft at Mosier 

Landing and from 429.7 - 434 ft at Lock and Dam 25 over a specific range of discharges. During a 

moderate flood pulse, the pool becomes "tilted" when gates are lifted to maintain water levels at 

the mid pool control point~ tilting can result in the dewatering of backwaters in lower reaches of 

pools (Sparks 1995). When discharge exceeds values manageable through operation of Lock and 
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Dam 25 (often occurring during spring high water events) all gates at the dam are raised out of the 

water and the river is said to be at "open river." Spring flood waters may recede to an elevation 

of 429.7 at Lock and Dam 25; this elevation, also referred to as "maximum drawdown," is the 

maximum drop in water level that will still allow navigation in a 2. 7-m channel (Wlosinski and 

Hill 1995). Herein, "drawdown" is synonymous with the maximum drawdown which generally 

follows spring floods. Under current operating procedures, the St. Louis District has no control 

over the timing or magnitude of the drawdown that follows spring open river conditions. 

However, some flexibility in how water levels are managed may be realized during the return of 

the river to the target pool elevation. Since 1994, the time period conducive to management has 

ranged from approximately 38 to 57 days during the summer months. 

The major goal of Environmental Pool Management (EPM) is to maintain relatively low, 

stable water levels following drawdown in the spring. The management scheme prolongs the dry 

phase during the growing season of backwaters located primarily in the lower reach of the pool. 

The St. Louis District implemented EPM in 1994 on Pools 24, 25, and 26. Investigations of 

mudflats exposed via EPM showed lush production of nonpersistent wetland vegetation 

(Dalrymple et al. 1996). 

. 
Many studies document fish interactions with aquatic macrophytes in lakes, reservoirs, 

and small streams (Dibble et al. 1996), and Janecek ( 1988) reported 107 fish species in the Upper 

Mississippi River utilize aquatic plants for reproduction, nursery habitat, cover, and as feeding 

grounds. Environmental Pool Management on Pools 24, 25, and 26 produces nonpersistent, 

emergent, wetland vegetation consisting mainly of millet, chufa, and smartweeds (pers. comm. 

J.H. Wlosinski, U.S. Geological Survey, and J. Feddersen, Cooperative Wildlife Research 
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Laboratory, SIUC). Seine hauls in vegetated and adjacent nonvegetated areas in Pools 24, 25, and 

26 during fall of 1997 demonstrated EPM-induced vegetation was providing habitat for small 

forage fish, particularly the emerald shiner, Notropis atherinoides (Heidinger et al. l 998). Our 

main objective was to quantify fish use ofEPM-induced vegetation versus nonvegetated areas 

having similar depths and water velocities; therefore, differences in use could be directly related 

to the presence o,r absence of vegetation. 

Activities 

In conjunction with the SIUC Cooperative Wildlife Research Laboratory, four study sites 

were chosen in Fall of 1998: Jim Crow Island, Turner Island, and two sites vvithin the 

Batchtown State Wildlife Management Area (Batchtown East and Batchtown West). A 

vegetated plot and a plot to be devegetated ( 400m2
) during summer 1999 were designated at each 

site. This enabled a comparison of vegetated and devegetated plots within a range of riverine 

habitats: viz., a semi-isolated slough, an island tip, and an extensive backwater area. 

Spring 1999 - prior to drawdown 

Four sampling trips were made after ice-out to determine if young, newly hatched fish 

were using residual vegetation (if it existed) as nursery habitat. Moderate amounts of residual 

vegetation remained in the sites, but the amount of attached stems/detritus remaining, particularly 

in Batchtown, was substantially reduced due to the combination of thawing ice and scouring 

spring flood waters. Three complete bouts of sampling were conducted at each site/plot 
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combination from 21 May - 15 June. Water quality, zooplankton, and fish samples were 

collected each trip. Five fish samples were taken in each plot (vegetated and plot designated to 

be devegetated) with a 1-m long, 500-µm mesh larval fish seine. Additional fish samples were 

taken in the plots with a 1.6-mm mesh seine. Fish samples have been rough sorted and await 

identification, along with zooplankton samples. Preliminary examination indicated the vegetated 

areas, particularly on Jim Crow and Turner Island, provided nursery habitat for many young fish, 

including the following genera: Lepisosteus, Hiodon, Dorosoma, Carpiodes, Jctiobus, 

Moxostoma, .Marone, Lepomis, Percina, and Aplodinotus. Additional fish samples were collected 

near Stag Island and within Batchtown for comparison with study sites. 

Summer 1999 - following maximum drawdown 

The four study sites (Jim Crow Island, Turner Island, Batchtown East, and Batchtown 

West) were visited following maximum drawdown to prepare devegetated plots. All plots to be 

devegetated were cleared of woody debris, and vegetation remaining from the previous year was 

removed on 7 July. With the assistance of Ken Dalrymple (Missouri Department of 

Conservation) and Jamie Feddersen (SIUC Cooperative Wildlife Research Laboratory) one plot 

at each site was treated with Rodeo® herbicide on 13 July with a backpack sprayer. Two 

additional applications were made on 24 July and 13 August. Prior to reflood, devegetated plots 

were completely devoid of vegetation. Our goal was to achieve devegetated plot sizes of400 m2
, 

and we sprayed an additional 5 meters around the perimeter to minimize an edge bias during fall 

sampling. Also, plots at Turner Island, Batchtown East, and Batchtown West were devegetated 
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out to the adjacent open water area so that water quality parameters (e.g., turbidity) would better 

reflect the absence of vegetation. Additional spraying was not required to attain the desired 

conditions at Jim Crow Island. 

We noted the stranding of many fish in isolated pools within the Batchtown area. Fish 

were probably initially isolated in late June, during the maximum drawdown that followed open 

river conditions. These fish were trapped in deep channels that traverse Batchtown during 

periods of high flow. Thousands of dead fish were observed on 24 July, encompassing at least 

11 species, mostly YOY channel catfish (Icta!urus punctatus) and river carpsucker (Carpiodes 

carpio). The cause of death was probably extremely high midday water temperatures and low 

dissolved oxygen. The deep channels also contained many stranded mussels (Amblema plicata, 

Quadrula sp., and Megalonaias nervosa) that were easy prey for raccoons (pers. observation by 

R. Adams, J. Feddersen, and K. Dalrymple). 

Fall 1999 - following reflood 

Water quality, zooplankton, and fish were sampled at each site and plot on five sampling 

trips from 28 August to 14 October. Vertically integrated zooplankton samples, ranging from the 

' 
water surface to 10 cm above the substrate, were taken in triplicate from each plot using a 

modified littoral sampling tube (Pennak 1962) and preserved in 5°/o buffered formalin. These 

samples have not been processed, but zooplankton was not conspicuous to the unaided eye in 

the field or in sample containers. Dissolved oxygen, pH, water temperature, conductivity, 

turbidity, and water depth were recorded at a minimum of two stations per plot each sampling 
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trip. Dissolved oxygen and water temperature were measured near the surface and bottom when 

depth exceeded 30 cm. Water velocity was negligible in all plots during sampling. 

Vegetated and devegetated plots tended to have similar water depth, water temperature, 

pH, and conductivity, but dissolved oxygen and turbidity varied among plots (Table l); although, 

statistical analyses have not yet been conducted. Higher turbidity was consistently recorded in 

the devegetated plots, but vegetated plots tended to have lower dissolved oxygen. Dense 

vegetation at Batchtown East, Batchtown West, and Turner Island resulted in dissolved oxygen 

values (below 4 mg/L) that are generally limiting to fish (Table I). Low dissolved oxygen within 

the vegetation was probably due to a combination of low atmospheric mixing and the oxygen 

demand of decomposing plant material. Low dissolved oxygen in the vegetation was a chronic 

problem at Batchtown East throughout our fall sampling. Dissolved oxygen values became more 

favorable to fish at Batchtown West and Turner Island when plants began to senesce and 

windlwave action opened the vegetation allowing mixing to occur. Dissolved oxygen was also 

monitored at the deep outer edge of the vegetated plots throughout fall and found to be similar to 

concentrations in the devegetated plot. 

Corresponding with water quality measurements, fish were sampled with a 3.66-m seine, 

' 
having a mesh size of 1.6 mm, and 1-m2 popnets constructed of 1.6-mm mesh netting. Plots 

were sampled each trip with three popnets left overnight and triggered the next day for a total of 

120 popnet samples. Two seine hauls, each 10 m long, were made in devegetated plots, and five 

kicksets were made in vegetated plots each trip. A series of stationary kicksets was the best 

method for sampling with a seine in the dense emergent vegetation. Kicksets were accomplished 

by holding the deployed seine stationary while the area immediately in front of the seine was 
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"kicked" vigorously. Seine hauls were also made along the deep outer edge of the vegetation and 

kept separate from other samples. Mean number of species and relative abundance were 

calculated from replicate popnet samples in a respective plot per trip and analyzed using 

Analysis of Variance tests (ANOVA). Seine hauls and kicksets within a respective plot per trip 

were pooled into one sample for analysis. Seine and popnet samples have been processed for 

three of the five sampling trips. The overall model was a three-way ANOV A with Site, Plot, and 

Capture Method as independent variables and either mean number of species or fish abundance 

as dependent variables. These analyses did not include fish captures at the deep outer edge of the 

vegetation. Though analysis of available data are preliminary, the following results are indicative 

of overall trends. 

Sixteen species, including nine members of the family Cyprinidae, were collected with 

popnets and seine hauls in the vegetated and devegetated habitats (Table 2). Collections were 

dominated numerically by the channel shiner, Notropis wickliffi. Based on 7, 214 fish, mean 

number of species captured and fish abundance were significantly higher in vegetated plots for 

both capture methods (P < 0.00 I). Also, species richness and abundance were higher in seine 

samples in comparison with popnet samples (P < 0.001). For both dependent variables, Site was 

. 
a significant factor, and the Site X Plot interaction had a significant effect on mean number of 

species. Post-hoc analyses indicated that higher numbers of fish and species were collected at 

Jim Crow Island and Turner Island, and there was no difference between vegetated and 

devegetated plots in mean number of species collected at Jim Crow (Student Neuman-Keuls test). 

Fish samples reflected macrohabitat differences among sites. Fish abundance and mean 

number of species were lowest at Batchtown \Vest and Batchtown East, sites in the extensive, 
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shallow backwater area comprising the majority of vegetation acreage in Pool 25. Vegetated plots 

at these sites were dominated by species tolerant of low dissolved oxygen such as mosquito fish 

(Gambusia affinis) and common carp (Cyprinus carpio) (Table 2). Vegetation production was 

very high in 1999, and further research is needed to determine the extent of low dissolved oxygen 

concentrations during years of more typical vegetation densities. Smaller patches ofEPM­

induced vegetation present on Turner Island and Jim Crow Island had less ofa dissolved oxygen 

problem and provided suitable habitat for more fish. Vegetation on Turner Island harbored 

young-of-the-year of numerous species, including channel shiners and spotfin shiners ( Cyprinella 

spiloptera). Total length has been recorded on every specimen, and length frequency 

distributions of common species will be compared among sites and plots. 

Electrofishing was conducted on 14 October 1998 and 21 October 1999 in Batchtown and 

adjacent to Turner Island and Jim Crow Island to sample large fishes. Gizzard shad (Dorosoma 

cepedianum), river carpsucker (Carpiodes carpio), buffalofishes (Ictiobus spp.) and common 

carp (Cyprinus carpio) were the most abundant fishes collected in Batchtown based on 2.5 hrs of 

electrofishing (Table 3). Turner Island and Jim Crow Island samples were comprised mostly of 

giu.ard shad and common carp (Table 4). The low number of piscivores captured near the 

' 
vegetation has impeded documentation of direct benefits of increased forage fish availability. 

Current Trends and Considerations 

By influencing reproduction and recruitment processes, water level management 

(Midpool control point management and Environmental Pool Management) can affect the fish 
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community composition of Mississippi River pools, since fish species may respond differently 

to a particular hydrologic regime. Spring spawning species, already facing restricted access to 

quality floodplain habitat, may suffer from a shortened spawning season ifdrawdown is too 

early in the year. Year-class strength will also be affected if the drawdown strands or forces 

newly hatched young from backwater nursery areas before they are fully prepared for life in river 

channel habitats. Reproduction of centrarchids in late spring/early summer is known to be 

detrimentally impacted by fluctuating water levels during nest building (Kohler et al. 1993; 

Raibley et al. 1997), and recruitment will be further impacted by subsequent stranding or reduced 

access to backwaters following drawdown. In fall, the young of some species (particularly late 

summer spawners) will probably benefit substantially from the presence of newly flooded 

vegetation whose growth and density depends on drawdown parameters. The influence of 

macrohabitat and vegetation characteristics on ambient water quality may allow some young fish 

to utilize more of the vegetated acreage than others. At latitudes where water temperatures lower 

than 4 °c are experienced by YOY fish in winter, the availability of suitable overwintering 

habitats is a major determinant of recruitment (Sheehan et al. 1990). As a response to critically 

low water temperatures, some fish bury in substrates (Crawshaw et al. 1982, Cunjak 1986) . 

. 
Residual vegetation and resulting detrital layers may aid recruitment of some species by 

providing favorable overwintering habitat. Water level management affects fish communities 

through many potential avenues of influence on recruitment processes throughout the year. 

Trends in fish response to the hydrologic regime of 1999 are apparent, although not all 

data have been processed. Maximum drawdown was reached on approximately 29 June, and 

water levels generally remained below 430 ft until reflooding began 12 August. The sununer 
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hydrologic regime exposed mudflats in lower Pool 25 for extended periods of time and was very 

successful in producing nonpersistent vegetation. Based on quantified sampling and two 

collection methods in fall, more species and a higher abundance of fish were found in the 

nonpersistent vegetation compared to similar areas devoid of vegetation. These fish were mainly 

young-of-the-year and recently hatched cyprinids. The young of late spawning channel shiners, 

spotfin shiners, and river shiners heavily utilized vegetation on Turner Island as nursery habitat, 

therefore benefiting from the presence of vegetation. Unlike most other species, mosquitofish 

and juvenile common carp were able to utilize vegetated areas with low dissolved oxygen in 

Batchtown. Including aforementioned cyprinids, these species appeared to be the main 

benefactors of increased nursery habitat attributable to the presence of vegetation. 

Maximum drawdown typically corresponds to the final receding of spring flood waters, 

and the timing is very crucial to recruitment of spring and early summer spawning fishes. Similar 

to Pool 25 drawdowns in 1994 - 1996, the drawdown of 1999 began in early to mid June. 

Evidence of reproduction by many spring spawning fishes was found prior to the 1999 

drawdown at Jim Crow Island, Turner Island, and within Batchtown. After maximum 

drawdown, we found substantial numbers ofYOY fish stranded in the slough on Jim Crow Island 

and within Batchtown. Stranding may have been exacerbated in summer 1999 beCause water 

levels had to be held abnormally low due to elevated discharges upstream. Further research is 

needed to assess recruitment losses due to the stranding of young within backwaters during 

maximum drawdown. Also, it is not clear if the young are being forced from nursery areas 

prematurely. 
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The response of nest-building centrarchids to water level management (Midpool control 

point management and EPM) in Pool 25 is unclear at this time. During our spring 1999 sampling 

of the designated study sites and additional backwaters on Stag Island and within Batchtown, we 

found very little evidence of reproduction by Lepomis, lvficropterus, or Pomoxis. Extensive fall 

1999 sampling resulted in the capture of very few centrarchids; samples were dominated by the 

orangespotted sunfish (Lepomis humilis) which is reported to be tolerant ofa wide range of 

environmental conditions, including fluctuating water levels (Robison and Buchanan 1988). Very 

few Pomoxis and no Micropterus were collected during seining of shallow shorelines in Pools 24, 

25, and 26 in fall of 1997 (Heidinger et al. 1998). Observed trends may be due to a low number 

of adults in the population, low survivorship of young, or spawning failure due to fluctuating 

water levels during reproduction (Raibley et al. 1997). Environmental Pool Management reduces 

water level fluctuations following maximum drawdown, but suitable spawning and rearing habitat 

may not be available when water levels are below full pool. Additional data collection and 

analysis of historical collections are needed to determine the effect of water level management on 

centrarchids in Mississippi River pools. 

Although Environmental Pool Management was only partially implemented in 1999, we 

' 
did document benefits to fish of the presence ofnonpersistent vegetation (which is produced 

when EPM is practiced). Other aspects of EPM that may influence fish reproduction and early 

life history need to be studied. When EPM is implemented, the impact of dampening water level 

·J) 	 fluctuations following maximum drawdown in spring is not clear. For instance, rising water levels 

may rescue or provide relief to fish and mussels stranded in off-channel habitats after drawdown 

by restoring benign water quality conditions. On the other hand, additional fish may enter the 
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habitats during reconnection, exacerbating the fish stranding problem. Further study of how fish 

respond to water level fluctuations, including a determination of controlling water elevation 

(elevation upon which the habitat becomes reconnected with the main river) for important off-

channel areas in lower Pool 25, is needed. Water level fluctuations in lower reaches of pools due 

to tilting are known to impact the biotic communities of these habitats (Sparks 1995; Theiling et 

a!. 1996). Data further describing the extent of this problem are needed. Environmental Pool 

Management appears to benefit some fish, but more research is needed to determine how it can 

be optimized for both fish and \Vaterfowl. 
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Table I. 

Water quality values in vegetated (Veg) and devegetated (DeVeg) J)lots at four sites in Pool 25 of the Mississippi River. Means, with 
ranges in parentheses, are based on five sampling trips during fall 1999. Only ranges are provided for pH and conductivity. 

Batchtown West Batchtown East Jim Crow Island Turner Island 

Veg DeVeg Veg DeVeg Veg DeVeg Veg DeVeg 

Water Depth (cm) 44.8 42.1 53.5 55.3 27.3 28.5 24.5 27.5 
(38.0-49.0) (33.0-51.0) (39.0-66.0) (45.5-64.0) (21.5-35.0) (19.0-39.0) (16.0-28.0) (26.5-32.0) 

Temperature (°C) 21.4 22.3 20.7 21.1 23.1 23.2 21.7 21.9 
(18.5-27. 9) (17.0-29.6) (16.2-25.8) (17.3-25.6) (17.0-31.0) (16.5-32.1) (16.7-28.5) (16.7-27.2) 

Dissolved Oxygen (rng/L) 6.2 8.2 2.6 5.7 87 10.2 6.8 8.6 
(0.9-10.9) (5.9-10.0) (1.1-4.4) (43-8.1) (5.7-123) (5.8-12.7) (0.7-14.1) (6.3-11.4) 

pH 7.8-8.7 8.1-8.7 7.4-8.0 7.8-8.4 8.2-9.1 8.0-8.7 7.3-8 8 8.3-8.8 

Conductivity (rimhos/crn) 400-450 400-460 300-454 300-439 400-469 400-480 300-450 300-410 

Turbidity (NTU) 56.6 64.6 17.9 51 26.7 56.9 65.6 84.7 
(14-100) (21-100) (4-56) (20-72) (4-54) (8-100) (8-100) (31-100) 



Table 2. 

Species abundance and richness in vegetated (Veg) and devegetated (De Veg) plots at four sites in Pool 25 of the Mississippi River. 
Numbers represent pooled seine and popnet samples based on three sampling trips during fall 1999. 

Batchtown West Batchtown East Jim Crow Island Turner Island 

Species Veg DeVeg Veg DeVeg Veg DeVeg Veg DeVeg 

Doroson1a cepedia11um 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 
Ctenopharyngodon idella 0 0 0 0 169 18 0 0 

Cypri11us carpio 217 3 60 0 69 112 57 0 
Cyprinella spiloptera 25 1 58 7 58 45 998 12 

Notemigonus cryso/eucas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Notropis atherinoides 55 220 15 94 5 49 7 246 
Notropis ble11nius 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 0 
Notropis v,1ickliffi 8 0 12 93 73 2104 51 

Pin1ephales 11otattlS 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Pimephales vigilax 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2 
Carpiodes carpio 0 1 0 l 0 1 0 0 
Jctalurus pu11ctatus 0 0 0 0 0 0 l 
Gan1busia affi11is 144 103 0 1491 355 52 0 
Labidesthes sicc11/11s 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 
Lepomis humilis ~ 25 2 3 0 1 3 1 
Lepomis macrochirus 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

Totals: 
Number of Species 8 7 5 7 7 8 11 6 
Fish Abundance 449 259 238 126 1886 654 3289 313 
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Table 3. 

Electrofishing results from the Batchtown State Wildlife Management Area 1998-1999. Numbers 
are based on 1-1.5 hrs of electro-fishing in 1999 and 1998, respectively. 

Common Name Scientific Name October 1998 October 1999 

Gizzard Shad Dorosoma cepedianum 144 141 
Common Carp Cypri11us carpio 17 7 
Emerald Shiner Notropis atheri11oides 5 0 
River Carpsucker Carpiodes carpio 12 14 
Smallmouth Buffalo Jctiobus bubalus 20 1J 
Bigmouth Buffalo Jctiobus cyprinellus 1 1 
Black Buffalo !ctiobus 11iger 4 6 
Redhorse Moxostoma sp. 2 0 
Channel Catfish Jctalun1s punctatus 2 1 
White Bass Marone chrysops 1 0 
Bluegill Sunfish Lepomis macrochirus 4 0 
Orangespotted Sunfish Lepomis humi/is 4 1 
Warmouth Sunfish Lepomis gulosus 1 0 
Freshwater Drum Aplodi11otus gronnie1is 2 0 



Table 4. 

Electrofishing results from Turner Island and Jim Crow Island in October 1998. Numbers are 
based on 30-min electrofishing runs at each site. 

Common Name Scientific Name Jim Crow Island Turner Island 

Skipjack Hening Alosa chrysochforis 0 I 
Gizzard Shad Dorosoma cepedia11um 14 88 
Common Carp Cyprinus carpio 6 IO 
Grass Carp Ctenophwyngodon idella 0 I 
Emerald Shiner Notropis atherinoides 3 2 
River Carpsucker Carpiodes carpio I 0 

Smallmouth Buffalo Jctiobzts bubalus 0 

Channel Catfish Jctalun1s punctatus 2 2 
White Bass Marone chrysops 0 2 
Bluegill Sunfish Lepomis macrochirus l 2 
Orangespotted Sunfish Lepomis humilis 0 I 
Freshwater Drum Apfodinotus grunniens 2 3 

0 
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INTRODUCTION 


Ov-erview 

The pallid sturgeon Scaphirhynchus albus was listed by 

the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as endangered in 1990. 

The biology of this species is poorly understood, as is the 

case for many species existing in low numbers. 

Consequently, the Pallid Sturgeon Recovery Plan (Dryer and 

Sandvol 1993) identified the need to gain better 

understanding of the basic biological characteristics of the 

species. 

The present study, funded by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (USFWS) and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and 

recommended with high priority by the Central States Pallid 

Sturgeon Work Group, was principally designed to- address the 

Recovery Plan'S Primary Task 3.2.1, Conduct field 

investigations to describe ~he micro- and macro-habitat 

components of spawning, feeding, staging, and rearing areas. 

Because of its approach, the study also addresses several 

Recovery Plan Secondary Tasks: 1) 1.1, Reduce or eliminate 

potential and documented threats from past, present and 

proposed developments initially within recovery priority 

areas; 2) 3.1, Obtain information on life history of the 

pallid sturgeon; 3) 3.3, Obtain information on genetic 

makeup of hatchery-reared and wild Scaphirhynchus stocks; 

and 4) 3.4, Obtain informatio~ on population status and 



trends. Sonic telemetry techniqUes were used to determine 

the movements, locations, and habitat use of pallid sturgeon 

in the middle Mississippi River (MMR); i.e., the River 

between the mouths of the Missouri and Ohio Rivers. 

This report describes our activities during the fourth 

year of the study (October 1998 through December 1999). 

Goal 1 during year 4 was to continue studying habitat use 

and movements of wild pallid sturgeon in the Middle 

Mississippi River. Specific objectives for Goal 1 were as 

follows. Objective A was the identification and 

quantification of macrohabitats that pallid sturgeon are 

associated with on an overall and a seasonal basis in the 

MMR. Objective B was the determina~ion of whether or not 

pallid sturgeon select macrohabitat types out of proportion 

to their availability in the MMR. Objective C was to examine 

the effects of temperature and discharge on habitat selection 

by pallid sturgeon in the Mississippi River. Objective O was 

to quantify home ranges and movement patterns exhibited by 

pallid stllrgeon in the MMR. 

Goal 2 during year 4 was to make preliminary 

observations of habitat at a site in the MMR near Chester, 

Illinois, considered to be a putative sturgeon-spawning site 

by local fishers. Objective A of Goal 2 was to collect 

substrate samples from the site. Objective B of Goal 2 was 

to attempt to collect sturgeo~ eggs at this site during the 
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reported spawning season using a benthic dredge specifically 

designed for this purpose. 

Goal 3 during year 4 was to continue refinement of the 

character index equation created during year 1. Objective A 

of Goal 3 was to publish a field guide for the application 

and interpretation of the character index so that others 

working with pallid sturgeon could use it effectively. 

Objective B of Goal 3 was to evaluate the character index 

using the data base of meristics and morphometrics collected 

from pall~d sturgeon, shovelnose sturgeon, and putative 

hybrids captured throughout their sympatric geographic 

range. 

Large River Habitats and Their Uti1ization by the Pa11id 

Sturgeon 

The bottom-dwelling pallid sturgeon prefers large, 

swift, free-flowing mainstem rivers with high turbidity, 

such as th<;: Missouri and Mississippi (Kall'emyn 1983). To 

date there have been few investigations into habitat use and 

movements of pallid sturgeon. Clancey (1990) tracked the 

movements of six pallid sturgeon in the Missouri River near 

Fort Peck and down stream of the Yellowstone River using a 

combination of radio and sonic telemetry. Two fish caught 

by SCUBA, tagged with combination radio/sonic tags, and 
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released in the tailwaters of the Fort Peck Dam remained 

there for an unspecified period during which they appeared 

to prefer the deeper (>15 ft) areas of the tailrace. Of the 

four fish caught below the confluence of the Ye.llowstone 

River only two were relocated, both "within a mile or so of 

their original capture site.'' Watson and Stewart (1991) 

described the capture site of a single pallid sturgeon from 

the Yellowstone River as being on the upstream side of a 

gravel bar ("gravel and rock with some large rocks in deeper 

water") on a bend with depths down to ten feet on the 

outside edge. 

A study by Bramblett (1996) concerning movement and 

habitat use contributed a great deal to our knowledge of the 

biology of the pallid sturgeon in the northwestern portion 

of its geographical range. He found they favored habitats 

with a diversity of depths, current velocities, and 

substrates. His results showed that pallid sturgeon used 

areas with depths ra.nging from 0.6 m to 14.5 m with a mean 

of 3.30 m, and bottom current velocities ranging between 0 

to 1.37 m/s with a mean 0.65 m/s. They appeared to use sand 

and avoided gravel-cobble substrates. They ranged as far as 

331.2 km and moved up to 21.4 km/d. Bramblett (1996) 

characterized the macrohabitat of pallid sturgeon as 

''sinuous channels with islands or alluvial bars present." 

During spring and early summer of both 1993 and 1994 he 
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documented aggregations of pallid sturgeon, which included a 

female known to be gravid when tagged, in the lower 12 km of 

the Yellowstone River. He surmised that these aggregations 

were related to spawning. 

Bramblett (1996) focused on pallid sturgeon found in 

the Missouri River and its tributaries. It is not known 

whether pallid sturgeon in other portions of their 

geographic range behave similarly. 

Both the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers have been 

greatly modified by man, but the characteristics of the two 

differ substantially. The Missouri River is impounded at 

its confluence with the Mississippi River by the Chain-of­

Rocks low-head dam and in its upper reaches by a series of 

flood-control reservoirs. The lower reach of the Missouri 

River is c_hannelized and stabilized. The MMR and lower 

Mississippi River are free flowing, but both have been 

channelized, leveed, and contain many navigation-aid 

structures {e.g., wing darns and closing dams) (Sheehan and 

Rasmunssen 1993). 

Habitats available to fish have become reduced in 

diversity and abundance due to influence of modifications 

man has made on the MMR. Under natural conditions, fluvial 

processes both create and destroy aquatic habitats. Today, 

the MMR is mostly fixed in its bed by bank stabilization and 

levees, eliminating erosional processes which create and 
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restructure riverine habitats. Depositional processes 

continue, causing off-channel habitats to become eliminated 

or aggraded (Sheehan and Rasmunssen 1993). These changes 

may have affected pallid sturgeon spawning habitat, perhaps 

forcing them into spawning areas of the closely related 

shovelnose sturgeon S. platorynchus (Carlson and Pflieger 

1981) . 

Perhaps the most severe anthropogenic impact upon the 

ecology of the MMR results from the extensive drainage and 

leveeing o·f floodplain wetlands {Sheehan and Konikoff, 

1998). Isolation of the River from its historical 

floodplain reduces river/floodplain interactions during 

periods of high water. Many researchers believe the so-

called flood pulse is crucial to the trophic dynamics and 

fishes of large floodplain rivers (see reviews in Bioscience 

Volume 45, 1995). It is not known to what extent MMR pallid 

sturgeon population size and growth is affected by this 

reduction in floodplain inundation. 

Identification of Pallid Sturgeon 

No single morphological characteristic distinguishes 

\i,I pallid from shovelnose sturgeon, due to overlapping 

character values. Hybrids show characteristics intermediate 

to parental species, further complicating identificatio~ 
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problems. Consequently, biologists have used sets of 

characteristics to identify Scaphirhynchus specimens. 

Carlson and Pflieger (1981) concluded that 4,036 of the 

4,062 sturgeon they examined were shovelnose, and hybrid 

sturgeon (15) were about equal in number to pallid sturgeon 

(11). They devised a mathematical ''Character Index,'' a 

composite of 13 characteristics, to identify the two species 

and the presumptive hybrids. There were 10 shovelnose, 12 

hybrids, and 8 pallid sturgeon in the Carlson and Pflieger 

(1981) data set. A similar technique for distinguishing 

pallid sturgeon broodfish from shovelnose and hybrids uses 

standardized characteristics based on the minima and maxima 

which have been reported for those characteristics (Krentz 

and Dryer 1996). The latter index was developed using 

characteristics of sturgeon collected in the northern 

reaches of the Missouri River. We applied the Krentz and 

Dryer (1996) index to data (reported in Carlson and Pflieger 

1981) for Scaphirhynchus specimens from the Middle and Lower 

Missouri River and the Mississippi River, and it failed to 

distinguish between pallid, shovelnose, and the presumed 

hybrids. There are at least three possible explanations for 

the lack of success with the Krentz and Dryer index when 

applied to the Carlson and Pflieger (1981) data. First, 

morphological characteristics for pallid and shovelnose 

sturgeon populations appear to vary across geographical 
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populations (Clancey 1990; Dryer and Sandvol 1993). Clancey 

(1990) noted that the values for OB/IB (the ratio the length 

of the outer barbels (OB) to the inner barbels (IB)) from 

five pallid sturgeon collected near the Fort Peck Dam were 

far greater than the range for this character reported by 

Bailey and Cross (1954). This was not the case for values 

for this character calculated from data reported by Carlson 

and Pflieger (1981). 

A second possible explanation for our failure to 

successfully apply the Krentz and Dryer index to the data 

from Carlson and Pflieger (1981) is the possibility that all 

indices which have been developed to date have used data 

sets in which some specimens have been misidentified. It is 

not possible at this time to say with certainty whether 

specimens identified as species are not in actuality 

genetically introgressed. Misidentification would cause 

more overlap in character values for the two species. 

A third possible rea~on for the poor fit of the Carlson 

and Pflieger (1981) data to the Krentz and Dryer index is 

that pallid sturgeon in the MMR are genetically 

introgressed. The degree of overlap in morphological 

characteristics and the failure of protein electrophoresis 

to distinguish between pallid sturgeon and shovelnose 

sturgeon (Phelps and Allendorf 1983) have led some to 

question if pallid and shovelnose stur~eon should be 
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recognized as distinct species (Campton et al. 1995). Using 

DNA sequencing of the mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) control 

region Campton et al. (1995) were unable to distinguish 

between the pallid and shovelnose sturgeons, but they 

claimed to be able to distinguish them from the Alabama 

sturgeon S. suttkusi. The degree of difference in mtDNA 

haplotypes which they did document supports the contention 

of Phelps and Allendorf (1983) that evolutionarily the 

pallid and shovelnose sturgeon are only recently diverged; 

about 33,0_00 years ago. 

May et al. (1997) used microsatellite primers developed 

for Acipenser sturgeon to identify 6 homologous, polymorphic 

microsatellites (both tri- and tetranucleotide) loci in both 

Scaphirhynchus species. Although they did not focus on the 

Scaphirhynchus species, their work demonstrated the 

feasibility of amplifying homologous microsatellites in 

these species. In addition, they illustrated the ability of 

the technique to reveal polymorphic variation in 

Scaphirhynchus spp. where other techniques have failed. 

Further, May and colleagues (Bernie May, Director, Genomic 

Diversity Laboratory, University of California-Davis) 

analyzed tissue samples from sturgeon collected in the lower 

Mississippi River and found that specimens which were 

thought to be hybrid sturgeon showed ~icrosatellite allelic 

frequencies that were intermediate to pallid and shovelnose 
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sturgeon. This is consistent with the observations of 

Carlson and Pflieger (1981) and others regarding the 

relatively high incidence of hybridization between pallid 

and shovelnose sturgeon. However, hybridization is a 

controversial issue; Mayden and Kuhajda (1997) contend that 

there is no empirical evidence indicating that hybridization 

between the two species is common. Only the development of 

a genetic technique which definitively discriminates between 

pallid and shovelnose sturgeon will resolve this controversy 

with any certainty. 

Given conflicting information in the literature 

regarding pallid and shovelnose sturgeon characteristics, 

the overlap in characters, the incidence of hybrids in field 

collections, and the apparently recent divergence between 

the two species, we believed that identification of pallid 

sturgeon in the field would not be an easy task. Therefore, 

during Year 1 of the study a character index was developed 

to aid in the efficiency and accuracy of identification of 

pallid sturgeon in the field as well as to help distinguish 

possible pallid X shovelnose sturgeon hybrids (Sheehan et 

al. 1997a). This index was used in Years 2, 3, and 4 to 

differentiate pallid sturgeon, shovelnose sturgeon, and 

hybrid sturgeon caught by conunercial fishers. 

10 



Methods 

Goal 1 - Habitat Utilization and Movements of Adult Pallid 

Sturgeon In the Middle Mississippi River 

Pallid sturgeon used to study habitat use and 

movements(Goal 1) were obtained from commercial fishers, the 

Missouri Department of Conservation, and sampling conducted 

by Southern Illinois University at Carbondale (SIUC). 

A procedure was developed for taking meristic counts 

and morphometric measurements while simultaneously 

surgically implanting sonic transmitters while the study 

specimens were anesthetized. Total length, standard length, 

fork length, and weight were taken prior to surgery. 

Morphometric measurements taken included outer barbel length 

(OB), inner barbel length (IB}, mouth to inner barbel 

distance (MIB), interrostrum length (IL), and head length 

(HL) . Meristic counts including anal and dorsal fin ray 

counts (AFC and DFC respectively) were taken upon placement 

into the recovery tank. Surgery techniques took 

apprbximate·ly 10 minutes from removal from anesthesia to 

placement into the recovery tank. 

Sonic transmitters were surgically implanted using the 

following procedures. The fish were placed in a 114-L ice 

chest one-half full of fresh river water oxygenated to 

supersaturation. Carbon dioxide gas was bubbled into the 

water at a rate of 3.0 cfm until the fish were anesthetized 
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to the surgical plane (loss of equilibrium and diminished 

struggling when captured by hand) . Oxygenation was continued 

throughout anesthetization. The average time of carbon 

dioxide exposure was 4.5 min (maximum was 5.8 min; minimum 

was 3.5 min}. T·he anesthetized fish were removed from the 

ice chest, and examined to make a qualitative decision 

regarding whether or not the specimen was a pallid sturgeon. 

Once it was determined that the specimen fit pallid sturgeon 

characteristics another biologist initiated the transmitter 

surgical implantation procedure by placing the specimen on an 

adjustable "V-shaped" plexiglass surgery table designed to 

hold the fish with its ventral surface upright. Water was 

flushed over the gills and skin periodically to prevent 

drying. The transmitter and all surgical equipment were 

soaked in 70% ethanol prior to surgery, and the surgical site 

swabbed with Betadine disinfectant. A 50-mm anterior-

posterior incision was made approximately 30-mm anterior to 

the pelvi~ fins, one-eighth of body diameter lateral to the 

midlin.e. 

The transmitter was then inserted pushing toward the 

anterior using a slight rolling motion with the fingers and 

following the ventral portion of the lateral body wall. The 

inserted transmitter was moved posterior until its posterior 

end was approximately 20-mm past the posterior end of the 

incision. This technique was used to decrease chances of 
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transmitter expulsion and to relieve any pressure on organs 

that might have occurred during insertion. The incision was 

closed with simple interrupted sutures using Ethilon© 3/0 

monof ilament nylon suture attached to a FS-1 curved cutting 

needle. The incision and sutures were then sealed with 

cyanoacrylate resin to prevent contamination of the incision 

and to prevent suture knot failure. Following surgery fish 

were placed in oxygenated river water to recover for 

approximately 30 min. Wild fish used for goal 1· were 

released as close to their capture site as possible. 

Transmitters used for the study were 18 mm in diameter 

and 90 mm in length, 12 g, transmitted at 40 khz, and were 

uniquely pulse-coded. Estimated life of the transmitters was 

13 months. Fish locations were taken with a Sonotronics USR­

91 receiver with a dual hydrophone array. Fish were located 

by tracking downstream at boat velocities of 1·1 to 13 km/h. 

After initial contact was made, a series of additional passes 

were made to triangulate and fix the location of the fish. 

Location coordinates were then taken using a differential 

global positioning system, and the position was recorde.d on 

U.S. Corp of Engineer Navigation Charts. Depth was taken by 

sonar and surface temperature was measured at each location a 

fish was found. Macrohabitat type was determined from a list 

of habitat classifications (Table 1, Figure 1). These 

habitat classifications included: main channel (MCL), main 
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channel border (association with an shoreline lacking 

current-obstructing features) (MCB), immediately upstream of a 

wing dam (WDU), immediately downstream of a wing dam (WOO), 
. ·, 
'-'/ 

the wing dam tip (WOT), between two consecutive.wing dams 

(WOE), and the downstream side of an island tip (ITO). 

Beginning in the summer of 1997, substrate samples were taken 

at points of relocation using a sampler constructed from a 

length of 15.2-cm diameter steel pipe. 

Habitat availability data were gathered using U.S. Army 

Corp of Engineer Navigation Charts. Twenty, one-river-mile 

stretches were randomly chosen from the river stretch 

occupied by the study fish. The navigation charts of these 

20 stretches were ground-truthed to ensure up-to-date 

accuracy. Ground-truthing involved physical examination of 

each 1-mi stretch to determine if habitats shown on the 

charts had been modified, added, or removed. Changes 

typically included the addition or removal of wingdams and 

the disappearance of small islands, presumably due to 

erosional process_es. These changes- were transferred to the 

navigation charts. The charts were then enlarged to a scale 

of 3.5 in~ 3000 ft. 

The occurrence of each macrohabitat type in each one-

mile stretch was outlined according to the parameters in 

Table 1. ~hese parameters were derived from the average of 

measurements taken in the field using a prismatic 
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rangefinder. Three different examples of each habitat were 

arbitrarily selected. At three arbitrary locations in each 

of these areas two measurements were taken from the edge of 

that particular habitat. 

The delineated areas on the charts were then measured 

using a planimeter. Each habitat was measured three times 

and the measurements averaged. The results were summed by 

rnacrohabitat type and the percentage of all available 

habitat was calculated for each macrohabitat. 

Anaiysis 

The objectives of goal 1 were to identify macrohabita~s 

used by pallid sturgeon in the MMR, to determine if MMR 

pallid sturgeon were using any given macrohabitat out-of­

proportion to its availability in the MMR, to examine the 

effects of temperature and discharge on habitat selection by 

pallid sturgeon in the MMR, and to quantify the observed 

home ranges and movement patterns of the pallid sturgeon in 

the MMR. 

Habitat Associations 

Macrohabitat associations were expressed as a 

proportion of relocations within each habitat type. 

Additionally, habitat associations were characterized 

according to surface water temperatures at point of 
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relocation. Macrohabitat associations were separated into 

groups with surface water temperatures at point of contact 

below 4° C, between 4° and 10° C, between 10° and 20° C 

(during both spring and fall months), and above 20° C. 

Increased mortality and decreased swimming ability have been 

shown in some fishes at temperatures below 4 °C (Sheehan et. 

al. 1994, Sheehan et. al. 1990). The other temperature 

ranges were chosen to represent the remainder of the winter 

season, spring and fall, and surruner, respectively. 

Habitat Selection 

Strauss's linear selectivity index (L1 ) was chosen to 

examine habitat selection by pallid sturgeon in the Middle 

Mississippi River. Strauss's index was more desirable than 

othei popular selectivity indices, such as Ivlev's 

electivity index, because it is not as susceptible to 

sampling bias when the habitat type represents a small or 

minute proportion of all available habitats (Lechowicz 

1982). L1 values (Strauss 197'9) were Calculated fOr each 

macrohabitat type using the formula: 

where Li =,linear index value, r~ =proportion of ith 

habitat in all relocations, and Pi = proportion of ith 

habitat in the environment. These calculations resulted in 

an L1 value for each habitat ranging from -1 to l with 0 
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representing random use of a macrohabitat type and no 

selection occurring. Positive numbers represented positive 

selection, or selection for, the given habitat while 

negative numbers represented negative selection·, or 

selection against, the given habitat. To determine 

direction of selection for each habitat, Li values were 

graphed with their 95% confidence intervals. A t-test was 

used to determine whether Li values were significantly 

different from zero (i.e., whether significant positive or 

negative selection was occurring) . A chi-square test was· 

performed to determine whether the distribution of habitat 

use by the study fish was significantly different from the 

distribution of habitat available-in the stretch of MMR 

studied. 

Effects of Temperature and Discharge 

To examine the effects of temperature, L1 values were 

calculated for each habitat for four temperature ranges {0­

4, 4-10, ·10-20,· and above 2b° C) A chi-square goodness-of­

fit test was used to determine if significant selection 

occurred within each temperature range. To examine changes 

in selection for individual habitats due to temperature, L1 

values were grouped by temperature and habitat and graphed 

with their 95% confidence intervals. A t-test was used to 
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determine whether Li values were significantly different 

from zero. 

To examine the effects of discharge, Li index values 

were calculated for each habitat for three daily mean 

discharge ranges (Low, Medium, and High). The low, medium, 

and high discharge ranges were 0 - 165,000, 165,001 ­

270,000, and above 270,000 cubic feet per second, 

respectively. These breakpoints corresponded to the 33.3% 

and 66.6% daily mean discharge for all days during the 

sampling p.eriod. All ·discharge data were obtained from the 

Chester, Illinois, U.S. Geological Survey gauging station. 

A chi-square goodness-of-fit test was used to determine if 

significant selection occurred within each discharge range. 

To examine the changes in selection for individual habitats 

due to discharge, Li values were grouped by discharge group 

and habitat and graphed with their 95% confidence intervals. 

A t-test was used to determine whether Li values were 

significantly different from zero. 

Observed Home Ranges and Movements 

Observed home ranges for individual study fish were 

calculated by subtracting the river mile at the lower-most 

relocation from the river mile at the upper-most relocation. 

The location of release sites were included in home range 

calculations. Observed home ranges were reported for each 
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study fish in addition to the calculation of a grand mean 

observed home range. Movement patterns were visualized by 

plotting the river mile at each relocation against date for 

each fish. 

Goal 2 - Preliminary observations on habitat of sturgeon 

spawning site near Chester, Illinois 

The objectives of Goal 2 were to make preliminary 

observations of the habitat of a purported sturgeon spawning 

site near -Chester, Illinois to determine substrate type, and 

attempt to collect sturgeon eggs during the spawning season 

using a benthic egg dredge specifically designed for this 

purpose. 

The site is located on the western shore {Missouri 

Shore) of the Mississippi River directly below the au~omobile 

bridge at Chester, Illinois. Substrate was sampled on two 

separate days once in spring (22 Aoril 1999) and once in 

early fall (27 October 1999) . The fall substrate sample was 

taken due to concern, expressed by the Long Term Resource 

Monitoring Program {LTRMP) staff at Cape Girardeau, Missouri, 

that the site might be overburdened by sand at low river 

stages (5.7 Ft NGVD on 27 October 1999 at Chester, Illinois) 

The substrate was sampled using the gear described above. On 

both occasions three drags of approximately 50 m were made 
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within the purported site and the substrate characterized 

visually. 

An attempt was made on three occasions during the 

spring of 1999 on 4 April 1999, 14 May 1999, and 17 May 1999 

to collect eggs from the alleged spawning site using a 

benthic egg dredge. Water temperature during this sampling 

period was between 14.5° C and 20° C. The benthic egg dredge 

consisted of a heavy metal sled onto which was attached a 250 

Om nylon mesh bag, a brush, and a spray nozzle. During 

operation .a water pump in the boat pumped water down to the 

dredge through the spray nozzle. The action of the brush in 

concert with the water spray washes the substrate allowing 

eggs, if present, and other light debris to collect within 

the mesh bag. The debris collect.ed in the bag was examined 

upon retrieval of the apparatus ·to determine whether eggs 

were present. Each sampling attempt consisted of five 

deployments of the dredge. Each dredge deployment covered 

approximately 50 linear meters of river bed. 

Goal 3 -Character Index Value: Field Guide and Evaluation 

The objectives of Goal 3 were to publish a field guide 

for the character index (CI), and to evaluate the character 

index's discriminative ability. 

The ability of two indices, the character index (CI) 

and the morphometric character index (mCI), to discinguish 
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between pallid sturgeon, shovelnose sturgeon and hybrids was 

evaluated using Discriminate Functions Analysis (DFA). 

Jackknifed classification was used to reduce the bias that 

individual specimens have on prediction of group membership. 

Output of the DFA includes graphs depicting clustering of 

individuals, and the percentage of a priOri group membership 

assignments made by the CI or mCI that match the DFA 

classifications. The assumption made in the classification 

analyses was that group membership assignments based on the 

DFA were correct for comparisons. The five morphometric 

ratios (08/IB, HL/IB, HL/MIB, IL/IB,and IL/MIB), and two 

meristic (AFC and DFC) were used as characters for the OFA 

analysis of the CI and for examin-ing regional differences. 

The five morphometric ratios alone were used as characters 

for the DFA analysis of the mCI. 

A total of 257 Scaphirhynchus including pallid 

sturgeon, shovelnose sturgeon and hybrids, were collected 

from throughout the sympatric range of the pallid sturgeon 

and the shovelnose sturgeon with the help of other pallid 

sturgeon researchers and members of the Pallid Sturgeon 

Recovery Team (Figure 2). Index values were calculated for 

each of these specimens and they were then classified into 

one of five groups; shovelnose sturgeon, shovelnose­

overlapping hybrids, non-overlapping hybrids, pallid­

overlapping hybrids, and pallid sturgeon (Figure 3). A 
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total of 222 of these specimens included fin ray count data, 

and were used to evaluate the CI. All 257 specimens were 

used to evaluate the mCI. A separate DFA was calculated for 

77 specimens classified as pallid sturgeon by the CI in 

order to explore whether any clustering, related to regional 

differences, was apparent that would limit the indices use 

throughout the sympatric range of pallid sturgeon and 

shovelnose sturgeon. 

Results 

Goal 1 - Habitat Utilization and Movements of Adult Pallid 

Sturgeon In the Middle Mississippi River 

Twelve additional pallid sturgeon were obtained from 

commercial fishers and implanted with sonic transmitters 

during Year 4. Ten of the fish had high character index 

(CI) values (Sheehan et al. 1997a), one was in the pallid 

sturgeon hybrid overlap range, and one was in the hybrid 

range (Tables 2, 3 and Figure 3). Two of the 12 fish 

implanted with a transmitter (3334 and 6-9) were confirmed 

to be females with eggs during the implantation surgery. 

Seventeen other pallid sturgeon were examined but not 

implanted 	with sonic transmitters due to their small size 

(Table 4). Nine of these fish had a scar at the base of the 

left pectoral fin, and one carried a Missouri Department of 

Conservation (MDOC) floy tag. The scarred fish were 

presumably from the group stocked by the MDOC. The MDOC 
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floy tagged each of the pallid sturgeon stocked. The scars 

on their pectoral fins were probably caused by a floy tag, 

yet since no tag was observed, we could not confirm that 

-
these were MDOC's stocked sturgeon. 

Only one fish implanted with a sonic transmitter during 

years 1-3 was relocated during Year 4. This may be due to 

the fact that transmitters implanted during earlier study 

years had reached the end of their battery life. Contacts 

from seven pallid sturgeon were added to the study data 

during Yea.r 4. The following analysis is a synopsis of all 

relocation data gathered throughout Years 1, 2, 3, and 4 a·f 

this project. 

Habitat Associations 

A total of 184 relocations of the study fish were made 

from November 13, 1995 to December 31, 1998. These 184 

contacts were all made during daylight hours. Approximately 

2655 mil·es of tracking effort were exerted during the four 

years of thiS study to accumulate these relocations. Most 

tracking effort was expended between river miles 81 and 151 

(Figure 4). This was the portion of the study area that was 

occup_ied by the sturgeon for the majority of the study and 

effort was focused in this stretch in order to maintain 

contact with the study fish and maximize relocations. 
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During each year, tracking was typically not possible 

for a short time during the late winter and early spring due 

to unsafe ice cover on the river or decreased transmitter 

range during high water periods in the spring. At river 

stages above 7.6 mat the Chester, Illinois, U.S. Geological 

Survey gauge the detection range of the transmitters 

diminished to less than 3 meters making it impractical to 

track the study fish. 

The study sturgeon were located in the MCL 39% of all 

relocations. The MCB and WDB habitats were used during 26% 

and 14% of all contacts, respectively. All other habitats 

comprised 1% to 9% of all relocations (Figure 5). 

Sheehan et al. (1994, 1990) -found that swimming ability 

decreased and mortality increased for some river species 

below 4 °C. For this reason, habitat associations for the 

winter season were broken down into two different 

temperature regimes: below 4 °C and above 4 °C yet below 10 

°C _ -Below 4 °C, the study sturgeon were found in 

association with current-disrupting habitat features such as 

the !TD and WDD more frequently than during the study as a 

whole (12% and 10%, respectively). However, the MCL (49%) 

was still used most often (Figure 6). The MCB (14%) was 

used less frequently than at other temperature regimes. 

Habit2t associations below 4°C were as or more diverse than 

any other season with 6 of the 7 habitats being used. 

24 




Once winter temperatures rose above 4 °C, study 

sturgeon were found in association with the MCL, MCB, WOE, 

WDD, and ITO habitats. However, the MCL (54%) and the MCB 

{28%) together comprised 82% of all relocations (Figure 7). 

Habitat associations at temperatures above 10 °C but 

below 20 °C during the spring months deviated from those 

during the rest of the year. The MCL habi·tat, which was 

used heavily during the rest of the year, comprised only 11% 

of the relocations during the spring (Figure 8). Use of the 

MCB (26%) habitat remained similar to most other seasons. 

Use of the WDB habitats increased greatly during the spring 

at 36% of the contacts. The ITO (16%) and WOO (11%) 

habitats were also used (Figure 8). It is notable, however, 

that the number of .contacts during this period was low (n 

19) due to tracking difficulties during spring flooding. 

During the fall months 2t temperatures at or above 10°C 

but below 20°C, habitat associations were similar to those 

during the· rest of the year. Similar .to the winter 4°C to 

10°C period, MCL associations comprised 56% of the contacts 

and MCB comprised 28% totaling 84% of contacts(Figure 9). 

The ITO, WOT, and WDB habitats were also used at 3%, 10%, 

and 3%, respectively. 

During the summer (surface water temperatures over 20 

°C), habitat associations were diverse and resembled the 
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overall habitat associations. The WOT macrohabitat saw its 

heaviest use during the sununer months at 13%. The major 

' habitats of use during the sununer were the MCL (27%), MCB 
' )'\J..,· 

(32%), !TD (10%), and the WDB areas (16%) (Fig'ure 10) 

Maximum water depths at the point of relocations could 

be important as pallid sturgeon are generally considered to 

be a benthic species. The study sturgeon were found in 

locations with water depths ranging from 1.82 to 19.17 m. 

They were found most often (88.5% of all relocations) in 

water with maximum depths from 3 to 12 m (Table 5). The 

study sturgeon were primarily found in the MCL and MCB 

habitats, where depths in this range are conunon. 

Fifty-nine substrate sample-s were taken at points where 

pallid sturgeon were relocated. Study fish were found over 

sand substrates 80.4% of the time (n 41) (Table 6). 

Sturgeon were found over sand/gravel substrates 9.8% of the 

time (n=S). Fish were located over mud/silt substrates 5.9% 

of the time (n = 3). The mean surface velocity measurernent 

taken at points where pallid sturgeon were re.located was 

0.51 mis (S0~0.25). 

Habitat Selection 

Habitat availability analysis indicates that the study 

area was approximately 64.85% MCL and 11.05% MCB. The ITO 

habitat comprises the smallest amount of the study area at 
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0.67%. The other macrohabitat types 1 WOO, WOB, WOU and WOO, 

comprise 8.73%, 7.82%, 3.71%, 3.04% and 8.73% respectively 

{Figure 11). 

Strauss's selectivity index values (Li) ranged from ­

0.2158 to 0.1504 (Figure 12). All Li values were 

significantly different from zero {t-test; alpha=0.05). A 

Chi-square goodness-of-fit test indicated that the 

distribution of habitat use was significantly different from 

the habitat availability ct= 154.90, critical value with 6 

df = 12.59). The study sturgeon showed positive selection 

for, in rank order: MCB, ITO, WOB, and WOT habitats. The 

study fish exhibited negative selection for, in rank order: 

MCL, WOO, WOO (Figure 12). 

Effects of Temperature and Discharge 

A Chi-square goodness-of-fit test indicated that the 

distribution of habitat use was significantly different from 

the habitat availability at each temperature regime (Table 

7). However, only two habitats shoWed a change in direction 

of selection. WOT habitats were positively selected for 

during each temperature regime except at 4-10° C. Selection 

of WOO habitat was not significantly different from zero 

during the 0-4 ° C temperature range (t-test; 

alpha=O. 05) {Figure 13). 
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A Chi-square goodness-of-fit test indicated that the 

distribution of habitat use was significantly different from 

-' ' the habitat availability at the low, medium, and high
' I ' 
\..!/ 
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discharge regimes (Table 8). Selection direction did not 

change for any habitat during the three discharge regimes 

(Figure 14). Li values for each habitat type at all three 

discharge regimes were significantly different from zero (t ­

test; alpha=0.05). 

Observed Home Ranges and Movements 

Observed home ranges for the study sturgeon varied 

greatly. Pallid sturgeon 2334 (with 2 contacts} was located 

along a 0.4-mi stretch of river. In contrast, pallid 

sturgeon 384 was located along a 72.2-mi stretch of river in 

6 contacts (Table 9). The mean observed home range was 18.5 

mi. These observed home ranges represent the minimum range 

occupied by the study fish since they may have moved in and 

out of the observed range between consecutive tracking 

trips. In addition, six study fish were never relocated and 

seven study fish were relocated fewer than two times. These 

fish may have died, moved outside the stud·y area, or 

remained in inaccessible areas and should be considered with 

care when examining the observed home range data. 

Nineteen of the 27 fish implanted with a transmitter 

were relocated at leas~ one time during the four years of 
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this study. The longest period of contact on a fish to date 

was fish 2237 at approximately 19 months (Figure 15). The 

observed movements of each of these fish are depicted in 

Figures 16-34. Figure 35 provides annual disch·arges from 1 

January 1996 through 30 September 1999 of the study period. 

Goal 2 - Preliminary observations on habit.at of sturgeon 

spawning site near Chester, Illinois 

The substrate samples taken below the automobile bridge 

at Chester·, Illinois on 22 April 1999 consisted of very 

course sand, gravel, and pebbles. On 27 October 1999 the 

samples consisted of some sand, very course sand, gravel, and 

pebbles. Sampling with the benthic egg dredge produced no 

fish eggs, sturgeon or otherwise, from this site. 

Goal 3 -Character Index Value: Field Guide and Evaluation 

Field Guide 

A field guide (Sheehan et al. 1999) was published for 

the character index. The field guide also discusses a new 

index that was developed in a manner similar to the original 

except that only morphometric ratios were used as predictors 

{i.e., meristic characters were dropped from the regression 

equation). This second index, the morphometric character 

index (mCI), was developed in response to field workers 

desire to avoid collection of fin ray counts, that can be 
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difficult under some circumstances. A copy of the field 

guide is included with this report. The field guide was 

printed on water resistant paper and distributed to 

researchers working with pallid sturgeon. 

Evaluation of the Character Indices 

The DFA analysis indicated that 90.0% of fish 

classified as pallid sturgeon by the CI were consistent with 

classifications made by the jackknifed classification 

procedure (Table 10). Ten fish were shifted out of the 

pallid sturgeon group and reclassified as pallid-overlapping 

hybrids. No fish from the other groups were reclassified as 

pallid sturgeon. 

Examination of the plot of the first two canonical 

variables produced by the DFA revealed that individuals 

classified as pallid sturgeon by the CI clustered distinctly 

from individuals classified as shovelnose sturgeon (Figure 

36) . The individuals classified as shovelnose-overlapping 

hybrids, non-overlapping hybrids, and pallid-overlapping 

hybrids form a third cluster in between the shovelnose 

sturgeon and pallid sturgeon clusters with shovelnose­

overlapping hybrids nearer the shovelnose sturgeon cluster, 

pallid-overlapping hybrids nearer the pallid sturgeon 

cluster, and hybrids in the middle. 
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The DFA analysis indicated that 89.7% of fish 

classified as pallid sturgeon by the mCI were consistent with 

classifications made by the jackknifed classification 

procedure (Table 11). Nine fish were shifted olit of the 

pallid sturgeon group and reclassified as pallid-overlapping 

hybrids. Three fish from the pallid-overlapping hybrid group 

were reclassified as pallid sturgeon. No fish from the other 

three groups were reclassified as pallid sturgeon. 

Examination of the plot of the first two canonical 

variables produced by the OFA revealed that individuals 

classified as pallid sturgeon by the mCI clustered distinctly 

from individual classified as shovelnose sturgeon (Figure 

37). The individuals classified as shovelnose-overlapping 

hybrids, non-overlapping hybrids, and pallid-overlapping 

hybrids form three clusters with shovelnose-overlapping 

hybrids nearer the shovelnose sturgeon cluster, pallid­

overlapping hybrids nearer the pallid sturgeon cluster, and 

hybrids in the middle. 

Ex·arnination of the plot of the first two ca·nonical 

variables produced by the OFA based on sampling region 

revealed that pallid sturgeon from all regions form a single 

cluster with only minor regional sub-clustering (Figure 38). 
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Discussion 

Goal 1 - Habitat Utilization and Movements of Adult Pallid 

Sturgeon In the Middle Mississippi River\.lJ 
Habitat Associations 

Overall, study fish were contacted most often in the 

MCL. The study sturgeon were also often found in association 

with the MCB and the WDB macrohabitats. The only 

temperature regime (i.e., season) that this trend did not 

hold was during the spring months when surface water 

temperatur·es were at or above 10°C but below 20°C. During 

these periods, the WDB f1abitat was used most frequently. 

This was the only obvious seasonal difference in the habitat 

associations. 

There are several possible explanations for the 

decreased use of MCL areas and higher use of WDB areas 

during the spring. During the high water periods in the 

spring, telemetry efficiency may have been higher in the WDB 

areas than in the other habitats, resulting in a sampling 

bias. While no evidence exists to support or disprove such 

a bias, it is doubtful that such a bias would favor the WDB 

areas rather than habitats such as the MCB. Therefore, the 

increased use of WDB habitats and reduction in Lhe use of 

MCL habitats during the spring months is likely an accurate 

depiction. 
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Pallid sturgeon are generally thought to be late spring 

spawners, although in all practicality nothing is known 

about their reproductive behavior. If the pallid sturgeon 

spawning period does occur during spring water temperatures 

between 10°C and 20°C, then the shift to using WDB habitats 

over MCL and MCB habitats may represent areas used for 

spawning or staging by pallid sturgeon. While no 

information is known about pallid sturgeon reproductive 

biology (Dryer and Sandvol 1993), data suggests that pallid 

sturgeon are hybridizing with shovelnose sturgeon (Carlson 

et al. 1985, Sheehan et al. 1997a, Sheehan et al. 1997b). 

This hybridization points to the fact that sirnilar areas are 

probably being used by both species for spawning. 

Examination of shovelnose sturgeon reproductive biology 

shows that shovelnose sturgeon typically spawn over rock, 

rubble, and gravel in the main channel or on rip-rap wing 

dams (Moos 1978; Helms 1974). Shovelnose spawning habitat, 

therefore, seems to be distinctly different than that in the 

WDB a·reas that are ffiai.nly sand. Furthermore, pallid 

sturgeon produce adhesive eggs, i.e., an eggs type that 

fishes typically release over a flat firm substrate such as 

rock or gravel. WDB habitats, by contrast, typically have 

sandy unstable substrates. The increased use of WDB 

habitats during the spring does not appear to be consistent 

with inferred spawning migrations. 
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Another possible explanation is that pallid sturgeon 

may use the WDB habitats as feeding stations during the high 

spring flows. Most of the sandbar depositions in the WDB 

areas are underwater at high river stages and the water 

current cuts away at the sand substratum. This may help in 

exposing benthic invertebrates corrunon in the pallid sturgeon 

diet (Carlson et al. 1985), creating favorable feeding areas 

in the WOB habitats. 

The most likely explanation, however, may be that 

pallid sturgeon were using the WOB habitats during high 

spring flows as velocity refugia. The WOB areas may provide 

lower velocities than the MCL and MCB areas that were more 

corrunonly used than the WOB habitat during the other seasons. 

It should be noted, however, that if this is the case, study 

fish were apparently not seeking zero-current habitats such 

as the WOO areas. Rather, they were seeking areas with 

reduced currents. Since other reduced current habitats, 

such as the ITO (20%), were also being used to a greater 

extent during the spring, this explanation seems the most 

plausible. 

Habitat associations during the winter (water 

temperature less than 4°C) did not differ from those found 

during the rest of the year. Habitat associations were also 

as diverse as those during any other season with the study 

fish being found in 6 different habitats. It appears that 
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winter temperatures did not have an effect on habitat use by 

the study fish as they continued to be found in association 

with the high-current MCL and MCB habitats. 

Habitat Selection 

A distinction needs to be made between habitat use and 

habitat selection. Habitat use, in the context of this 

study, refers to the areas where study sturgeon were located. 

Areas of high use are important simply for the fact that 

pallid sturgeon were commonly found in these areas. These 

are habitat types where water use changes or habitat 

modifications need to be carefully examined for their effects 

on pallid sturgeon because of the-high probability of their 

presence. 

Habitat selection takes into account the availability 

of the habitat and compares that availability to the amount 

of use each habitat receives. Habitats that are negatively 

selected may represent areas either undesired or simply noL 

used by pallid sturgeon.· Habit·ats that ·are positively 

selected represent are.as preferred by pallid sturgeon and may 

be important their survival. Habitats that were positively 

selected may represent the types of habitat that should be 

created for the benefit of pallid sturgeon. 

MCB, ITO, BWD, and WOT areas are important areas of 

habitat selection as their confidence intervals all fall 
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above zero. These areas would seem to be preferred by MMR 

pallid sturgeon and may represent important pallid sturgeon 

habitat. 

The ITO represents 1% of the habitat available in the 

MMR. While this is not a common habitat, pallid sturgeon 

seemed to prefer this habitat. This could be due to its 

characteristics providing a prime feeding area, much as the 

MCB may be during high river flows. River flows cut away at 

embankments of side channels, potentially exposing benthic 

macroinvertabrates. The ITO habitats could function much as 

do feeding focal points of trout (Hunter 1991) with the 

sturgeon using these habitats as breakwater structures with 

lower velocities while feeding on -invertebrates and small 

fish being swept out of the side channel. 

While the study sturgeon were found most often in the 

MCL, the study fish exhibited selection against the MCL more 

than any other habitat. This is not surprising considering 

the MCL comprised 64.85% of the available habitat (Figure 

11). The MCL habitat would seem to be an area where pallid 

sturgeon are commonly found, yet it may not be a preferred 

macrohabitat for pallid sturgeon. 

Effects of Temperature and Discharge 

For the most part habitat selection did not change with 

changes in temperature regimes. Combined with the fact tha~ 
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habitat use at even extreme winter temperatures (0-4 °F) did 

not deviate from the norm, temperature did not appear to 

have a substantial effect on either habitat use or habitat 

selection by MMR pallid sturgeon. In addition, there were 

no shifts between habitat selection and avoidance at the 

three different discharge regimes. 

Temperature and water velocity are two environmental 

factors that greatly affect behavior and habitat use of many 

riverine fishes. Temperature can severely affect swimming 

ability and mortality of riverine fishes at winter 

temperatures less than 4 °C (Sheehan et al. 1994, Sheehan et 

al. 1990). Habitat use and selection by pallid sturgeon, 

however, appeared to be minimally- affected by temperature 

and discharge in the MMR. The only temperature or discharge 

regime where habitat use differed from the norm was during 

spring months with water temperatures between 4 and 10° C. 

Observed Home Ranges and Movements 

Study sturgeon showed a-large individual propensity for 

movement. However, observed home ranges for the study 

sturgeon were lower than what has been previously reported 

for the species. Bramblett (1996) reported that pallid 

sturgeon studied in the Upp~r Missouri and Lower Yellowstone 

Rivers had an average home range of 48.8 mi. Study fish in 

the MMR had an average home range of only 18.5 mi, less than 
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half of the average observed by Bramblett (1996) The study 

sturgeon that were not relocated might have had 

substantially-larger home ranges as they moved beyond the 

study area. However, these fish would have had to have 

observed home ranges of almost 200 miles in order for the 

average MMR pallid sturgeon home range to be near that found 

by Bramblett (1996). Movements of this magnitude have yet 

to be reported for the species in the literature. 

Bramblett (1996) described a variety of habitat and 

riverine conditions in his study area ranging from near­

pristine stretches of the Yellowstone to more lentic 

stretches of the Missouri that have been impacted by Fort 

Peck Darn. With different habitatS available, larger 

movements and home ranges may be beneficial for sturgeon as 

they could efficiently search for preferred areas. Habitat 

in the MMR is extremely uniform as the river has been highly 

channelized and has relatively few islands, sidechannels, 

and backwaters (Dryer and Sandvol 1993). Large movements 

and home ranges may not be as beneficial to fish in the MMR 

as in Brarnblett's area as it is unlikely that study fish may 

happen across new habitats. 

Some seasonal trends were observed in the movements of 

the study fish. Study fish appeared to slowly move 

downstream during the winter months (December through 

March). Movements of study fish during the spring and 
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summer months (March through July) were variable, with a few 

large movements observed in both the downstream and upstream 

direction. During the late summer and fall months (July 

through October), the study fish generally moved upstream. 

These seasonal periods coincide with different 

discharge regimes as well. During the winter months of 

December to March the study sturgeon made slow downstream 

movements. Daily mean discharge during these months was 

generally the lowest during the year (Figure 36) . 

Logically,. these periods also had the lowest temperatures of 

the study period. Bramblett (1996) found that pallid 

sturgeon had significantly smaller home ranges during the 

winter months than during the rest of the year. Erickson 

(1992) found that pallid sturgeon movements in Lake Sharpe 

were positively correlated with temperature, and pallid 

sturgeon moved the least during November through April. 

Erickson's study was conducted in a mostly lentic 

environment. MMR pallid sturgeon live in a lotic 

environment. If pallid sturgeon ·exhibit decreased ·movements 

at colder temperatures then it is logical that not only will 

sturgeon move less during the winter months, but in a 

riverine setting would move or be moved in a downstream 

direction. 

MMR pallid sturgeon movements during the spring and 

summer months of March through July were variable. These 
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were periods of high daily mean discharge in the MMR (Figure 

36) . Pallid sturgeon movement rates in Lake Sharpe, SD were 

highest during the months of June through August (Erickson 

1992 I . 

Upstream movements were noticed in MMR pallid sturgeon 

during the months of August through October. These were 

months of mid-level discharge values. In addition, daily 

mean discharge values generally decreased throughout this 

period. 

As previously discussed, temperature and daily mean 

discharge levels did not seem to affect habitat selection in 

MMR pallid sturgeon. However, seasonal movement patterns 

observed in MMR pallid sturgeon appear to be affected by 

daily mean discharge, temperature, or both. During periods 

of low discharge and low temperatures, i.e., in winter, 

study fish appeared to move downstream. During periods of 

high discharge, i.e., in spring and surruner, study sturgeon 

movements were highly variable with large movements taking 

place. F-inally, during periods of mid-level, decreasing 

discharges, i.e., in late summer and fall, MMR pallid 

sturgeon tended to move upstream. 

Goal 2 - Preliminary observations on habitat of sturgeon 

spawning site near Chester, Illinois 
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It is difficult to say whether the putative spawning 

site at Chester Illinois is or could be used for spawning by 

pallid sturgeon, or even shovelnose sturgeon, based on our 

preliminary observations. This line of investi9ation, 

however, may be important in locating sites and identifying 

habitat characteristics needed for spawning. 

Goal 3 -Character Index Value: Field Guide and Evaluation 

Both the CI and the mCI classified more than 89% of 

pallid stu.rgeon correctly based on the DFA, and thus can 

provide reliable means for differentiating them from 

shovelnose sturgeon and hybrids. In cases where a higher 

degree of assurance· is needed in identification, such as 

hatchery programs, using fish that aren't near the overlap 

zones would be advisable. The DFA analysis showed widely 

separate clusters for pallid sturgeon and shovelnose sturgeon 

with hybrids clustering in the intermediate area. This 

evidence supports the validity of the pallid sturgeon as a 

species, and the contention that they a·re hybridizing with 

shovelnose sturgeon in the natural setting. The lack of 

distinct regional clustering of pallid sturgeon based on CI 

identifications indicates that the CI is a viable tool for 

identification of pallid sturgeon throughout their geographic 

range. Geographic specificity has been an impediment to the 
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application of other ldentif ication indices proposed in the 

past. 

Management Implications 

Habitat loss and alteration is believed to be the 

primary cause of the decline of the pallid sturgeon. Both 

the Missouri and Mississippi River have been highly altered 

by the placement of hydrological and navigation dams as well 

as having been highly channelized (Dryer and Sandvol 1993). 

With very little natural, pristine habitat still available it 

is difficult to determine critical habitat needs for pallid 

sturgeon. 

Habitat use and habitat selection are both important 

pieces of information. Low habitat use does not mean such 

habitat is not of importance to pallid sturgeon while areas 

of positive habitat selection may also be areas of high 

habitat use. Areas of high use should therefore be viewed as 

areas to be protected for the benefit of pallid sturgeon 

commonly located there while areas of positive ha.bitat 

selection should be the type of arBas considered for habitat 

creation projects. 

In the MMR river, pallid sturgeon are often found in 

the MCL and MCB habitats. The high use of these areas make 

any changes to these habitats potentially harmful to pallid 

sturgeon. Any changes in use of these habitats or 
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alterations to them should be examined before future projects 

are undertaken. Likewise, the three wingdam habitats 

represent the low-use habitats examined in this study. Any 

alterations or changes to these habitats would have a reduced 

chance of harming pallid sturgeon populations due to their 

infrequent use of these areas. 

While the MCL is the area of highest use by MMR pallid 

sturgeon, the habitat selectivity analysis presented here 

indicates that the ITO, MCB, and WDB areas may actually 

represent preferred habitats. These habitats should be given 

consideration for any future projects aimed at creating 

pallid sturgeon habitat as they may be of critical importance 

for the rejuvenation of this species. Restoration of these 

habitats would represent an increase in habitat diversity 

that could benefit many species in addition to the endangered 

pallid sturgeon. 
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Table 1. Distances used in delineating borders between 
different macrohabitats for habitat availability analysis. 
MCL = main channel, MCB = main channel border, WOU = wing 
dam upstream, WOO = wing dam downstream, WTU = wing dam tip 
upstream, WTO = wing tip downstream, WOB = between wing 
dams, ITO = downstream island tip. 

Habitat Standards For Delineation 
WOU 246 ft upstream and inside of tip of wingdam 
WOO 561 ft downstream and.inside of tip of wingdam 
WOT 144 ft radius around tip of wingdam 
WOE all area between and inside tips of 

consecutive wingdams not otherwise delineated 
ITO 393 ft radius around downstream tip of islands 
MCB 294 ft from shore lacking wingdams 
M~ all area not otherwise delineated 
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1'able 2. Length, weight, character index values, and source of pallid sturgeon implanted 
with a sonic transmitter and released into the Middle Mississippi River during Year 4 
(October 1998 through December 1999). 

Transmitter Length (mm) Character 

Number Date Weight (g) Total Standard Fork Index Value Source 

239 10/27/98 652 697 783 -1. 65 Jim Beuschel 

2264 10/27 /98 57 6 646 653 -2.00 Jim Beuschel 

2273 10/31/98 2363.6 744 799 878 -1. 7 5 John Booth 

5--10 1/21/99 1909.0 725 77 0 853 -0.48 John Booth 

338 3/29/99 1636.4 730 782 859 -1. 21 Mike Duboise 

7--8 3/30/99 1318.2 67 3 723 802 -1. 92 Jim Beuschel 

6--9 4/1/99 3273.0 836 877 959 -1. 35 John Booth 

3334 4/1/99 3227.3 836 BBB 975 -1. 93 John Booth 

284 4/3/99 3136.4 817 864 967 -1. 50 John Booth 

257 4/19/99 1590.9 672 719 806 -0. 26 Gene Esker 

248 4/26/99 1545.5 712 762 855 -0.71 Gene Esker 

2363 12/29/99 1454.5 695 742 820 -2.08 Jim Beuschel 



Table 3. Meristic and morphometric measurements of pallid sturgeon implanted with a 
sonic transmitter and released into the Middle Mississippi River during Year 4. All 
measurements are in millimeters. OB = outer barbel mean length, IB = inner barbel mean 
length, HL = head length, MIB = mouth to inner barbel distance, and IL = interrostrum 
length. 

Transmitter Fin Ray Counts Ventral 

Number IB IB OB OB MIB. IL HL Anal Dorsal Scutes 

239 26 26 61 59 . 32 93 208 37 26 None 

2264 19 17 50 51 31 82 181 41 25 None 

2273 34 33 93 96 42 97 240 41 25 Few 

5-10 48 4.6 79 82 41 84 208 39 26 None 

~ 338 35 33 63 63 37 98 208 40 27 None 

7-8 22 22 60 58 38 104 221 39 26 None 

6-9 47 45 112 116 47 1,12 256 41 26 Few 

3334 27 33 87 84 49 114 260 40 25 Few 

284 44 41 110 110 43 111 249 40 26 None 

257 36 36 55 57 32 80 188 33 24 Many 

248 36 40 81 82 40 86 207 39 24 Few 

2363 29 25 62 61 31 104 225 41 28 None 



Table 4. Meristic and Morphometric measurements for the pallid sturgeon captured in the 
Middle Mississippi River during Year 4 and not implanted with a sonic transmitter. All 
measurements are in millimeters and grams. OB = outer barbel mean length, IB = inner 
barbel mean length, HL = head length, MIB = mouth to inner barbel distance, and IL = 

interrostrum length. 

Standard Weight Fin Ray Counts Ventral 


Length (mm) (g) OB/IB HL/IB HL/MIB IL/IB IL/MIB Anal Dorsal Scutes 


595 1045.5 3.17 10.46 6.10 4. 51 2.63 36 24 Few 

602 909.l 1.74 6.35 5.97 2.87 2.70 41 28 None 

564 772.7 2.14 9.51 6.77 4.27 3.04 39 25 None 

520 727.3 2.35 8.22 5.07 3. 7 3 2.30 None 

515 590.9 2.07 7.81 6. 22 3.58 2.85 39 29 None 

515 636.4 2.41 8.15 6.68 3.66 3.00 39 24 Few 

632 1090.9 2.39 7.63 6.87 3.56 3.20 41 29 None 

593 863.6 2.28 8.84 7.31 3.72 3.08 38 24 Few 

623 954.5 2.31 7.85 6.38 3.65 2.97 42 34 None 

554 727.3 2.26 8.87 6.65 3.90 2.92 39 28 None 

541 681. 8 3.92 13.00 5.45 6.15 2.58 39 26 None 

612 1090.9 1.94 5.74 5.56 2.42 2.34 38 23 Many 

558 727.3 2.39 7.51 6.34 3.39 2.86 39 26 None 

507 545.5 2.33 7.38 5.54 3.43 2. 57 40 27 None 

548 681. 8 2.09 8.00 7.33 3.68 3.38 40 27 None 

545 681. 8 2.45 7.71 5.59 3.52 2.55 39 27 Few 

584 300.0 2.28 8.93 8.35 4.19 3. 91 39 27 None 



Table 5. Maximum water depths at locations where pallid 
sturgeon were found. 

Depth (m) Contacts Percent 

<3 9 5.0 
3 - 6 41 22.7 
6 - 9 66 36.5 

9 - 12 53 29.3 
12 - 15 9 5.0 
15 - 18 1 0.6 

>18 2 1. 1 

Table 6. Substrate type at locations where pallid sturgeon 
were found in the Middle Mississippi River. 

Substrate Type Observa-tions Percentage 
Mud/Silt 3 5.9 

Sand 41 80.4 
Course Sand 1 2.0 
Sand/Gravel 5 9. 8 

Gravel 1 2.0 

Table 7. Chi-square goodness-of-fit results comparing 
distribution of habitat use to distribution of habitat 

available by temperature regime. x2 > critical value 
indicates significant selection occurred. 

Temperature 
Regime (oC) .:r' df Critical Value 

0-4 187.96 6 12.59 
4-10 33.95 6 12.59 

10-20 230.80 6 12.59 
20+ 194.99 6 12.59 

SJ 



Table 8. Chi-square goodness-of-fit results comparing 
distribution of habitat use to distribution of habitat 
available by discharge regime. Low, medium, and high 
discharge regimes were 0-165,000; 165,001-270,000; and 
270, 000+, respectively. x2 > critical value indicates 
significant selection occurred. 

Discharge 
Regime x' df Critical Value 

Low 99.08 6 12.59 
Medium 102.58 6 12.59 

High 297.18 6 12.59 
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Table 9. Range of river miles over which individual pallid 
sturgeon were contacted. 

Transmitter River Mile 1 Number of 
Number Upstream Downstream Observations 2 Miles 

7-8 3 117.5 117.5 1 0 
2273 105.5 105.6 1 0.1 

5-10 3 103.3 104.0 2 0.7 
239 117.5 119.5 1 2 

456 103.8 106.0 2 2.2 
267 113.7 118.0 15 4.3 

2237 117.5 126.0 8 8.5 
366 107.6 117.3 19 9.7 

2264 108.7 119.9 6 11. 2 
2·4 9 108.6 120.5 21 11. 9 
276 130.4 142.3 1 11. 9 
294 123.8 142.5 18 18.7 
357 95.5 118.4 23 22.9 

3334 81. 7 110.3 3 28.6 
2588 109.1 141. 7 17 32.6 

4 65 106.8 142.0 11 35.2 
339 106.3 141. 7 5 35.4 
375 98.2 142.3 12 44. 1 

384 32.3 104.5 6 72.2 
l 	 Includes river mile of release site. 
~ 1 	 Observations subsequent to release only. 
1! 	Dash indicates a two second pause in pulse cycle as part 

of the transmitter code. 
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Table 10. Jackknifed DFA Reclassification of individuals 
identified using the CI (CI Taxon) (n=222) (S=shovelnose 
sturgeon; OS= shovelnose-overlapping hybrid; H=hybrid; OP= 
pallid-overlapping hybrid; and P=pallid sturgeon) . 

Number Classified into 
Group By DFA 

% 
CI Taxon Correct S OS H OP p N by CI 

Shovelnose 78. 8 52 12 2 0 0 66 

S-Overlap 60. 0 1 6 3 0 0 10 

Hybrid 34.5 0 7 10 12 0 29 

P-Overlap 52. 9 0 0 8 9 0 17 

Pallid 90.0 0 0 0 10 90 100 

N by DFA 53 25 23 31 90 222 
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Table 11. Jackknifed DFA Reclassification of individuals 
identified using the mCI (mCI Taxon) (n=257) (S=shovelnose 
sturgeon; OS= shovelnose-overlapping hybrid; H=hybrid; OP= 
pallid-overlapping hybrid; and P=pallid sturgeon) . 

Number Classified into 
Group by DFA 

% 
mCI Taxon Correct s OS H OP p N by CI 

Shovelnose 81. 5 22 5 0 0 0 27 

S-Overlap 94.1 2 48 1 0 0 51 

Hybrid 93.8 0 2 45 1 0 48 

P-Overlap 86.4 0 0 3 38 3 44 

Pallid 89.7 0 0 0 9 78 87 

N DFA 24 55 49 48 81 257 
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Figure 1. Macrohabitat classifications used when 
describing the location of pallid sturgeon. MCL = main 
channel, MCB = main channel border, WDU = wing dam 
upstream, WOO = wing dam downstream, WTU wing dam tip 
upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, WDB = between wing 
dams, ITO = downstream island tip.
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------

Figure 1. Areas (black circles} where pallid sturgeon, 
shovelnose sturgeon, and their hybrids were collected to 
evaluate discriminative ability of the character index (CI) 
and morphometric character index (mCI) 
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Figure 3. Character index (CI) values for pallid sturgeon captured from the Middle 
Mississippi River. Diamonds rep.resent sturgeon surgically-implanted with a sonic 
transmitter. Triangles represent presumed pallid sturgeon that were not implanted with a 
sonic transmitter. Circles represent shovelnose sturgeon specimens from the Middle 
Mississippi River. Ranges were calculated from pallid, hybrid, and shovelnose sturgeon 
collected by Carlson and Pflieger (1983) and used in the development of the CI . 
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Figure 4. Tracking effort expressed as the frequency that 
each river mile in the study area was tracked from November 
1995 through December 1999. 
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Figure 5. Pallid sturgeon habitat associations in the 

middle Mississippi River from November 1995 through 

December 1999. MCL = main channel, MCB = main channel 

border, WDU = wing dam upstream, WOO = wing dam downstream, 

WTU = wing dam tip upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, 

WDB = between wing dams, ITO = downstream island tip. 

N ~ 184. 
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Figure 6. Pallid sturgeon habitat associations at surface 

water temperatures at or below 4° C in the middle 

Mississippi River from November 1995 through December 1999. 

MCL = main channel, MCB = main channel border, 

WOO wing dam upstream, WDD = wing darn downstream, 

WTU = wing dam tip upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, 

WDB = between wing dams, ITO = downstream island tip. 

N ~42. 
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Figure 7. Pallid sturgeon habitat associations at surface 
water temperatures at or above 4° C and below 10° C in the 
middle Mississippi River from November 1995 through 
December 1999. MCL = main channel, MCB = main channel 
border, WDU = wing dam upstream, WOO = wing darn downstream, 
WTU = wing dam tip upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, 
WDB = between wing dams, ITO = downstream island tip. 
N ~ 32. 
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Figure 8. Pallid sturgeon habitat associations at surface 
water temperatures at or above 10° C and below 20° C in the 
middle Mississippi River during spring months during 1996­
1999. MCL = main channel, MCB = main channel border, WDU = 

wing dam upstream, WOO = wing dam downstream, WTU = wing 
dam tip upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, WDB = between 
wing darns, ITO = downstream island tip. N = 19. 
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Figure 9. Pallid sturgeon habitat associations at surface 
water temperatures at or above 10° C and below 20° C in the 
middle Mississippi River during fall months of 1995-1999. 
MCL = main channel, MCB = main channel border, WDU = wing 
dam upstream, WDD = wing dam downstream, WTU = wing dam tip 
upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, WDB = between wing 
dams, ITD = downstream island tip. N = 29. 
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Figure 10. Pallid sturgeon habitat associations at surface 

water temperatures at or above 20° C in the middle 

Mississippi River from November 1995 through December 1999. 

MCL = main channel, MCB = main channel border, 

WDU = wing dam upstream, WOO = wing dam downstream, 

WTU wing dam tip upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, 

WDB between wing dams, ITO = downstream island tip. 

N ~ 62. 
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Figure 11. Habitat availability in the Middle Mississippi 

River expressed as a percentage. MCL = main channel, 

MCB = main channel border, WDU wing dam upstream, 

WOO = wing dam downstream, WTU = wing dam tip upstream, 

WTO wing tip downstream, WDB between wing dams, 

ITO downstream island tip. 
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Figure 12. Strauss's linear selectivity index (Li) values 
for each macrohabitat. Positive values represent selection 
for a habitat while negative values represent selection 
against a habitat. MCL =main channel, MCB =main channel 
border, WDU = wing dam upstream, WDD = wing dam downstream, 
WTU = wing dam tip upstream, WTD = wing tip downstream, 
WDB = between wing dams, !TD = downstream island tip. 
Values indicated by an "*u are not significantly different 
from zero (t~test; alpha=0.05). 
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Figure 13. Strauss's linear selectivity index (Li) values 

for each macrohabitat by temperature regimes (°C) . Positive 

values represent selection for a habitat while negative 

values represent selection against a habitat. Error bars 

represent 95% confidence interval. MCL = main channel, 

MCB = main channel border, WOU wing dam upstream, 

WOO = wing dam downstream, WTU = wing dam tip upstream, 

WTO = wing tip downstream, WOB between wing dams, 

ITO downstream island tip. Values indicated by an "*" 


are not significantly different from zero (t-test; 

alpha~0.05). 
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Figure 14. Strauss 1 s linear selectivity index (Li) values 

for each macrohabitat by discharge regimes. Positive 

values represent selection for a habitat while negative 

values represent selection against a habitat. Error bars 

represent 95% confidence interval. MCL =main channel, 

MCB main channel border, WOU wing dam upstream, 

WOO = wing dam downstream, WTU = wing dam tip upstream, 

WTO wing tip downstream, WOB = between wing dams, 

ITO downstream island tip. Values indicated by an "*" are 

not significantly different from zero (t-test; alpha=0.05) 
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Figure 15. Contact period (date of release to last 
date) for each fish with at least one post-release 
from October 1995 through December 1999. 
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Figure 35. Daily mean discharge values from January 1, 
1996 through September 30, 1998. Discharge values were 
obtained from the U.S. Geological Survey and taken at the 
Chester, IL gauging station on the Mississippi River. 
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Figure 36. Plot of the first two canonical variables 
generated by the DFA analysis of Scaphirhynchus specimens, 
including shovelnose sturgeon, pallid sturgeon, putative 
hybrids, collected from throughout the syrnpatric geographic 
range. Symbols indicate the a priori identifications made 
by the character index (CI). 
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Figure 37. Plot of the first two canonical variables 
generated by the DFA analysis of Scaphirhynchus specimens, 
including shovelnose sturgeon, pallid sturgeon, putative 
hybrids, collected from throughout the sympatric geographic 
range. Symbols indicate the a priori identifications made 
by the morphometric character index (mCI) . 
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Figure 38. Plot of the first two canonical variables 
generated by the DFA analysis of pallid sturgeon collected 
from throughout the geographic range. Symbols indicate the 
region of specimen origin. 
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parental species and the hybrids. 
Designation of a hybrid within the overlap 
range must be made with caution since the 
fish used to calculate the Cl and mCI were 
more subjectively identified as hybrids or pure 
species by Carlson and Pfleiger (1981). 
Specimens that score more strongly negative 
or more strongly positive can be assumed to 
be pallid sturgeon or shovelnose sturgeon, 
respectively, with a higher degree of certainty. 
Such specimens would be more suitable for 
applications such as brood stock for artificial 
propagation of the two species. 

The ranges of Cl and mCI values for pallid 
sturgeon (Figures 5 and 6; Tables 3 and 4) 
are based on the relatively small number of 
specimens examined by Carlson and Pflieger 
(1981). We have obtained pallid sturgeon 
specimens from the Middle Mississippi River 
(Sheehan et al. 1997) with Cl and mCI values 
more negative than the ranges provided 
herein. As the specimen data base increases, 
there will be a tendency for the ranges to 
increase. On the other hand, once genetic 
methods are developed to definitively 
determine the proper placement of 
Scaphirhynchus specimens into appropriate 
taxa, the multiple regression equations can be 
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Character Index Interpretation 

The character Index values quantify the 
strength of pallid or shovel nose characteristics 
of a sturgeon. Generally speaking, the more 
positive the Cl or mCI the more shovelnose­
like the sturgeon (Figures 5 and 6; Tables 3 
and 4). Conversely, the more negative the Cl 
or mCI value the more pallid-like the sturgeon. 
Note that a zone of overlap exists between the 

., ., '·' Character lnde~ ' 
D Pallid Sturgeon } 

Ranges and means ca!cutated 
LJ Shoveln<>Se Sturgeon from Carlson and Plleige1 (1981) 

- Hybrids 

Figure 5. Ranges of Cl values 

Table 3. Ranges of Cl v_a_lu_e~s_.______ 

Sturgeon Type Cl Range Mean Cl 

Pallid -1.48 to -0.09 -0.86 

Hybrid -0.45 to 0.51 -0.02 

Shovel nose 0.37 to 1.33 0.82 
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Cl = 6.11 + 0.00000235(DFC) ­
0.177(AFC)- 0.703(0BllB)­
1.424(HL/IB) + 1.389(HLIMIB) + 
2.878(/L/IB) - 3.258(/L/MIB) 

(n=30, r2=0.7898, p<;0.0001) 

mCI = 2.655 - 0.844(0BllB)­
0.749(HLllB) + 1.292(HLIMIB) + 
1.874(/L//8) - 3.776(/LIMIB) 

(n=30, r2=0.6980, ps0.0001) 
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Introduction 


Pallid sturgeon ( Scaphirhynchus a/bus) and 
shovelnose sturgeon ( Scaphirhynchus 
platorynchus) are native to the Mississippi 
River. A number of studies (e.g., Carlson et 
al. 1985) suggest that these two species are 
hybridizing in the Mississippi River, based on 
the meristic and morphometric characteristics 
of sampled specimens. However, natural, 
interspecific hybridization has yet to be 
confirmed in Scaphirhynchus; currently, no 
genetic technique is available that 
discriminates among pallid sturgeon, 
shovelnose sturgeon, and their hybrids. 

Pallid sturgeon and shovelnose sturgeon are 
morphologically similar, making it difficult for 
the untrained observer to distinguish between 
them. The potential for hybrid sturgeon to 
appear in collections makes identification of 
specimens even more problematical. There is 
a need to develop methods to identify 
Scaphirhynchus specimens, based on the 
best available information, for field studies and 
artificial propagation programs. 
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Carlson and Pflieger (1981) reported meristic 
and morphometric characteristics for sturgeon 
specimens they categorized as pallid 
sturgeon, shovelnose sturgeon, or hybrids. 
This information has been used by us to 
develop two indices that quantitatively 
describe how Carlson and Pflieger (1981) 
placed specimens into the three categories. 
The indices are in the form of multiple 
regression analysis equations that can be 
programmed into a hand-held calculator. We 
have found them useful for tentatively 
identifying Scaphirhynchus specimens in the 
field (Sheehan et al. 1997). 

The Character Index (Cl) uses two meristics 
(dorsal and anal fin ray counts) and 5 
morphometric ratios. We developed the 
second index, the morphometric Character 
Index (mCI), because the pallid sturgeon is an 
endangered species, and it is sometimes 
difficult to count fin rays in live specimens. 
The mC I uses only the 5 morphometric ratios. 
We recommend use of the Cl whenever 
possible. Accurate fin ray counts can be 
obtained from live specimens using our 
methods with practice, and the Cl provides a 
stronger predictive equation. We have also 
developed a computer program, the Character 
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The Cl and mCI, and their 
Calculation 

Multiple regression techniques were used to 
develop predictive models with weighted 
characteristics that statistically account for the 
variability observed in characteristics for 
presumptive pallid sturgeon, shovelnose 
sturgeon, and their hybrids. The models were 
developed from data presented by Carlson 
and Pflieger (1981) for sturgeon taken from 
the Middle Mississippi River. These models 
were derived by assigning five morphometric 
ratios (08/18, HL/18, HL/MIB, IL/18, IL/MIS) 
and two meristics in the case of the Cl (AFC 
and DFC) as independent variables in multiple 
regression analyses. The variable, taxon, was 
treated as the dependent variable in the 
regression analysis with pallid sturgeon coded 
as -1, hybrids as 0, and shovelnose as 1 
(Note: The taxon identifications were as 
determined in Carlson and Pflieger (1981 )) 
The Cl and mCI values are generated by 
entering each of the appropriate meristic 
values and/or morphometric ratios into the 
equations: 
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Morphometric Ratios 

Five morphometric ratios are calculated by 
simple division of the various morphometrics 
(Table 2) 

Table 2. Morphometric ratios. 

Ratio Abbreviation 

Outer Barbel/ Inner Barbel OB/IB 

Head Length I Inner Barbel 
Length H Lil B 

Head Length I Mouth-To­
Inner-Barbel Distance HL/MIB 

lnterrostrum Length/ Inner 
Barbel I Lil B 
lnterrostrum Length I Mouth-
To-Inner-Barbel Distance IL/MIB 

Index Calculator (CIC), to aid in calculating 
and interpreting Cl values. The program can 
be used in the field if a laptop computer is 
available. 
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Characters Used for the Index 

Five morphometric ratios, derived from seven 
morphometrics (Figure 1; Table 1) and two 
meristics (dorsal and anal fin ray counts) are 
needed to calculate a Cl value. 

HL 

•' 

Figure 1. Morphometric measurements. 

4 

close to each other. Count several times until 
a consistent count is achieved. 

Anal Fin Ray Count (AFC): Counts are 
made in the same manner as the dorsal ray 
counts. Once again all fully formed and 
rudimentary rays are counted, but the preanal 
plate at the anterior edge of the fin is not. 
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Figure 3. Ray rudiments. 
Note the predorsal plate 
(light triangular region) to 
the right of the ray 
rudiments. 

edge of the fin (Figure 
3). The fully formed 
rays can be 
distinguished from 
surrounding tissue by 
their segmentation 
(Figure 4 ). It is 
necessary to use a 
pointed stylus, such as 
a pen, to keep track of 
position while counting. 
It is helpful to have an 
assistant hold the fish 
by its caudal peduncle 

while counting, especially if the specimen is 
large. If the fish's head is left in a tub of water 
it will generally remain calm during the 
counting process. It is very helpful to count 
with a light source (e.g., the sun or flashlight) 

positioned so 
?t. that the fin is 

backlit. Care 
should 
especially be 
taken at the 
anterior and 
posterior ends of 

Figure 4. Detail of fin showing the fin where 
segmentation of rays. rays can be very 

8 

Table 1. Characters needed to 
calculate the Cl and mCI 

Character Abbreviation 

Inner Barbel Lengths IB 

Outer Barbel Lengths OB 

Mouth-To-Inner 
Barbel Distance MIB 

lnterrostrum Length IL 

Head Length HL 

Dorsal Fin Ray Count DFC. 

Anal Fin Ray Count AFC. 

• not used for the mCI 
Meristics and morphometric measurements 
(detailed individually below) are taken using 
methods similar to Bailey and Cross (1954). 
Some measurements are simplified to ease 
data collection in the field. All Measurements 
are taken to the nearest millimeter using 
calipers. 

Inner Barbel Lengths (IB): Inner barbels are 
measured from the anterior point of insertion 
to the tip. Each barbel should be flattened 
against the ventral surface of the rostrum 
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facing toward the posterior of the fish. Both 
barbels are measured and their average 
length used for calculation (conspicuously 
damaged barbels are not used for the 
calculation). 

Outer Barbel Lengths (OB): Outer barbels 
are measured from the anterior point of 
insertion to their tip. Each barbel should be 
flattened against the ventral surface of the 
rostrum facing toward the posterior of the fish. 
Both barbels are measured, and their average 
length used for calculation (conspicuously 
damaged barbels are not used for the 
calculation). 

Mouth-To-Inner Barbel Distance (MIB): 
This measurement is taken from the midline of 
the edge of the cartilaginous ridge anterior to 
the proboscis (mouth) to the anterior insertion 
of the right inner barbel. The edge of the 
cartilaginous ridge can be felt with the tip of 
the calipers. 

lnterrostrum Length (IL) (a.k.a Nose to 
outer barbel): This measurement is taken 
from the tip of the rostrum to the anterior 
insertion of the right outer barbel. 

6 

Head Length (HL): The head is measured in 
two increments due to the maximum length of 
a standard set of calipers. The first increment 
extends from the tip of the rostrum to the 
extent of the calipers measurement ability 
(this point can be marked temporarily by 
gently pressing the point of the caliper into the 
flesh creating an indentation). The second 
increment extends from the point where the 
prior measurement ·ended to the posterior 
margin of the operculum. The sum of these 
measurements is the head length. 

Figure 2. Base of the dorsal fin showing unbranched rays. 

Dorsal Fin Ray Counts (DFC): A count is 
made of all the rays in the dorsal fin. The 
count is made at the base of the fin where the 
rays have not begun to branch (Figure 2). 
Both the fully formed rays throughout the fin 
and the rudimentary rays at the anterior end of 
the fin are counted; care should be taken not 
to count the predorsal plate at the anterior 
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ABSTRACT 

Construction and invertebrate monitoring of experimental chevron dilies (:Mississippi River Mile 

[Iv!R1f] 289.5) and bendway weirs (MRM 164 and 30) was part the Avoid and Minimize (A & M) 

Program to mitigate the possible environmental impacts of increased navigation traffic in the upper 

Mississippi River resulting from coristruction of the second lock at the Melvin Price Locks and Dam. 

The monitoring objective was to determine ifbenthic invertebrate species richness was increased 

near the river training stru.ctures compared to the river substrate. Benthic invertebrates were 

collected from chevron dilies (Iv!R.1Y.1289.5; rock baskets), bend.way weirs (MRM 164 and 1IBM 30; 

rock baskets, buoy rocks, and weir rocks), and I-wall rubble (MRM 203; rock baskets) between 1994 

and 1998. Samples were also collected from substrate around and within chevron dilies, near 

proposed training stru.ctures at "MRM 265. 7 and 250 .2, downstream of bend way weirs (MRM 20), and 

riverward of I-wall rubble. Principal Component Analysis (PCA) and comparison of species richness, 

diversity and composition were used to determine the relationship of macroinvertebrate communities 

in the study area. 

The study area (MRM 289.5 to MRM 20) appears to support a species rich invertebrate community, 

as 238 tax.a were collected. PCA analysis resulted in a continuum of samples along both axes rather 

than distinct clusters, and axes were significantly correlated with substrate, structure, position, and 

season (Factor I), and river mile (Factor 2). Rock, whether alone or associated with a training 

structure, increased habitat and invertebrate assemblage heterogeneity. Additionally, species 

richness in substrate within dilies and near rubble tended to be higher than in areas without these 

stru.ctures. With time, substrate and therefore invertebrate assemblage heterogeneity should 

increase within the river cross section containing the training structure. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers (USACE) established the Avoid and Minimize (A & M) Program 

to mitigate the possible environmental impacts of increased navigation traffic in the upper 

Mississippi River resulting from construction of the second lock at the Melvin Price Locks and Dam 

(USACE, 1992). Through coordinated efforts of USACE, U.S. Coast Guard, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service, illinois Department of Natural Resources, Missouri Department of Conservation, and the 

towing industry, 43 A & M measures were identified in four categories: 

A. Operations of the locks and navigation channel. 

B. Measures related to towing operations. 

C. Measures related to induced development. 

D. Measures to rectify impacts. 

Eight measures were selected for implementation: 


A- 3. Designate lock approach waiting area or provide special mooring sites. 


A-10. Reduce open water dredge material disposal by creating beaches. 


A-11. Reduce open water dredge material disposal through wetland creation. 


A-13. Place dredge material in the thalweg. 


A-16. Continue dike configuration studies (i.e., notched dikes, chevrons and bullnose dikes). 


A-17. Place off-hank revetment on islands. 


A-19. Monitor bendway weirs. 


B- 8. Study reduction of tow waiting times. 


Since 1994, the USA CE St. Louis District (SLD) has monitored invertebrate use of experimental 

chevron dikes (Mississippi River Mile [MRMJ 289.5) and bendway weirs (MRM 164 and 30) as part of 

the A & M Program (Figure 1). 

"--" 	 The SLD introduced the idea of chevron dikes to the River Regulatory Team in 1991, and built a 

prototype of three chevron dikes in a particularly troublesome spot in Pool 24, near !YffiM 289.5 in 

1993 as part of Measure A-16 (Figure 2). Th.is area consists of a split channel with a point bar 
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encroaching on the thalweg. Annual dredging was required and dredge material was disposed in the 

open water of the channel border along the left descending hank. Establishing chevron dikes in this 

area diverts flow into the thalweg while allowing flow into the side channel and reducing open water 

dredge disposal (USAGE, 1992). The dike structures should provide substrate for invertebrate 

colonization, and food and cover for fish. When dredging is needed, material would be placed behind 

the dikes, creating islands. After islands have formed and are colonized by vegetation, they should 

reduce barge wave impacts on nearby islands and riverbanks. Subsequently, experimental 

ronndpoint dikes were constructed near :MRM 265.7 in 1998, one chevron dike was constructed near 

1IBM 250.2 in 1996, and three chevron dikes were constructed near MRM 266.0 in 1998 (Figure 1). 

The bendway weir concept consists of a series of level-crested submerged rock weirs built around a 

bend to increase the effective width of the Mississippi River navigation channel by scouring the 

channel at the outer edge and reducing point bar development on the inner side of the bend (USAGE, 

1992). The weir field is submerged., adding stable bottom structure, creating complex flow patterns, 

reducing velocity and turbulence on the outside bends, and reducing channel degradation (USFWS, 

1992). SLD has constructed 17 bendway weirs as part of measure A-19 since 1990. A prototype weir 

field was constructed in 1990 near Dogtooth bend, nine weirs were constructed around Price's Bend 

(MRM 30) in 1991, and five weirs were constructed at the Carl Baer Bendway, near 1IBM 163.5 in 

April 1996 (Figure 1l. 

Epilithic communities in the unmodified river would have been found on woody debris, on boulders 

in rapids, and on cohble sediments of the river bed, but are now confined mostly to wing dams, 

revetted banks, other channel-training structures (Sauer and Lubinski, 1999) and unionid beds 

(Beckett et al., 1996). Although recent river training structures were built to reduce channel 

maintenance needs, they should also enhance fish and benthic resources (USFWS, 1992). 

The objective of this study was to determine if benthic invertebrate species richness increased due to 

the construction of river training structures in the upper Mississippi River. 
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METHODS 


Benthic invertebrates were collected from chevron dikes near Mississippi River mile CMRM) 289.5 in 

November/December 1994, May/June and AugustJSeptember 1995, and August/September 1996; 

bendway weirs near :MRM 164 during July/August/September 1996; and bendway weirs near MRM 

30 during .A..ugust 1996 (Figure l; Table I). Benthic invertebrate samples were also collected from 

Mississippi River substrate around chevron dikes in November 1994, June and September 1995, and 

September 1996; near proposed training structures at MRM 265.7 and 250.2 in April 1996; and 

downstr:eam of bendway weirs near 1'fRM 20 in August 1996 (Figure 1; Table I). Since rock 

structures appeared to provide invertebrate habitat, rubble from the 1996 demolition of the Lock & 

Dam 26 I-wall (MRM 203) was left in the river. Rubble was monitored for invertebrate colonization 

in July/August 1996, June/July 1997, and June/July 1998. 11ississippi River substrate riverward of 

the rubble was sampled in July 1997 and July 1998 (Figure l; Table I). 

Field Methods 

Chevron dikes (MRM 289.5) 

Rock baskets were used to sample the epilithic community of chevron dikes. Artificial samplers have 

been criticized because they may not reflect natural substrate, and collected animals may not 

represent the native community (Anderson and Mason, 1968). However, they appear to be the best 

method of sampling difficult habitats, such as large rock (Dickson et al., 1971; Hall, 1982; Ciborowski 

and Clifford, 1984). 

Baskets were constructed from one-half of a standard minnow trap. Each basket was filled with 35 

rocks of approximately the same size. Baskets were covered with 6mm hardware cloth secured with 

plastic ties. Baskets were anchored to the dikes and were allowed to colonize for 30 days. Baskets 

were scooped out of the water with a standard sieve bucket (no. 30 mesh) to prevent animal loss. 

The baskets and animals retained in the sieve were placed into an llL bucket. 

Inundated areas within each dike and substrates surrounding dikes were sampled with a standard 

ponar (0.05m2). Surrounding substrate samples were from a variety of flow and substrate conditions. 
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Samples were rinsed in a standard sieve bucket (no. 30), and the remaining invertebrates, debris, 

and substrate were rinsed into a lLjar. 

MRM 265. 7 and MRM 250.2 

Substrate samples were collected within the left descending channel border, downstream of a small 

island near MRM 265. 7, and within the left descending channel border between Willow Bar Island 

and the navigation channel near MR1'I 250.2 in April 1996. At the time of sampling, round point 

dikes and chevron dikes were proposed at MRM 265. 7 and 250.2, respectively. The objective of 

sampling was to characterize the invertebrate assemblage prior to construction. Ten samples were 

collected with a standard ponar, sieved in a standard sieve bucket and rin'sed into a lL jar. 

Subsequently, round point dikes were constructed near 1'IRM 265. 7, and three and one chevron dikes 

were constructed at :MRM 266 (right descending bank) and 250.2 (left descending bank), respectively. 

I-wall rubble (MRM 203) 

Rock baskets were used to sample the epilithic comm.unity ln the I-wall rubble. Rock baskets were 

constructed as described above, deployed in the rubble, and allowed to colonize for 30 days. Twelve 

rock baskets were attached to the shoreward lock wall on the Illinois side of the river and placed onto 

the Lock and Dam 26 I-wall rubble near 1'IRM 203. The contour of the river bottom from the 

remaining lock wall to the I-wall rubble was observed with a depth finder, and the rock baskets were 

released where the bottom elevation ,,.,..as highest (presumably on the remaining I-wall and rubble). 

The samplers were placed in approximately 9m of water, and distributed upstream to downstream 

within the I-wall rubble. 

Twelve samplers were deployed in an effort to obtain ten samples in 1996, and eight samples in 1997 

and 1998 for analysis. Baskets were attached to the remaining lock wall with 3.2mm galvanized 

steel cable, and bolted to an eye-bolt in the lock wall. Cinder blocks were used to hold the cable at 

the base of the lock wall and the rock baskets within the I-wall rubble. 

Baskets were deployed 25 July 1996 and retrieved 23 August 1996, deployed 26 Jrme 1997 and 
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retrieved 25 July 1997, and deployed 17 Jnne 1998 and retrieved 22 July 1998 for a colonization 

period of at least 30 days in all three years. All 12 baskets were retrieved in 1996 and 1997, and 10 

and 8, respectively, were randomly selected for analysis. In 1998, high discharge occurred between 

basket setting and retrieval, and drifting debris became entangled in the cables securing the baskets 

to the I-wall. Only four basket<; were retrieved in 1998. 

Visual examination upon retrieval revealed substantial macroinverlebrate colonization of all 12 

samplers in 1996 and 1997, and moderate colonization of all four samplers in 1998. Baskets were 

scooped out of the water with a standard sieve bucket to prevent animal loss. The baskets and 

animals retained in the sieve were placed into an llL buck.et. 

A standard ponar (0.05m2) was used to sample the macroinvertebrate community in river substrate 

riverward of the I-wall ruhble in 1997 and 1998. Samples were collected parallel to each set of three 

rock basket samplers, but in the river channel adjacent to the I-wall rubble. Samples were rinsed in 

a standard sieve bucket (no. 30), and the remaining invertebrates, debris, and substrate were rinsed 

into a 2L jar. 

Bendway weirs (MRM 164, MRM 30, MRM 20) 

Bendway weirs are completely suhmerged and are located in areas with swift current, rendering 

sampling of epilithic communities difficult. A variety of methods were used at the MRM 164 site; 

rock baskets, buoy anchors, and weir rocks (Table I). In an effort to duplicate methods used at 

chevron dikes, rock baskets were constructed as above, attached to buoy anchors to hold them 

stationary and deployed in the weir field. However, only four of the 18 deployed baskets were 

retrieved intact, and one of these was devoid of animals apparently as a result of sedimentation. 

Buoy anchors, which are approximately 680kg (1500lb), 0.9 x 0.9 x 0.3m concrete blocks with 
f \ 

\ ..L.) reinforced rebar eyes on the top and one side for lifting, were considered an appropriate artificial 

substrate for weir rock sampling, because of their size and similarity to weir rocks. Groups of three 

buoy anchors were placed on and adjacent to three of the five weirs near 1'IRM 164 with the 
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assistance' of the USAGE M. V. Pathfinder. Sample retrieval was attempted after 35 days of 

colonization, however retrieval success was low. Several buoy anchor cable lines became entangled 

with lines from other samplers and with bottom debris, or were buried in the sediment, causing 

dangerous tension in the cable lines and forcing abandonment of ten buoy anchors. Recovery of buoy 

anchors was highest closer to the bank (75%), with only 33% of the buoy anchors placed furthest 

from the bank retrieved. Overall, 17 of the 26 deployed buoy anchors were retrieved, but 11 of those 

were apparently sand blasted or had been buried, and only six yielded macroinvertebrate scrape 

samples. Samples were scraped from the rock surface with the highest colonization and within the 

area of a 0.0929m2 (lft2
) Surber sampler. To ensure minimal damage to the animals, a 10% nitric 

acid solution spray was used to dislodge macroinvertebrates and their cases from the rocks. The 

animals were lightly brushed and rinsed into the sampler, and transferred to lL plastic jars. 

Since rock baskets and buoy anchors proved less than successful, 14 scrape samples were collected 

from weir rocks at both MRM 164 and MRM 30. Weir rocks were collected with a clam shell dredge 

on a USAGE SLD work barge powered by the USCACE l\!N Pathfinder. A scrape sample was 

collected from rock surfaces with the greatest macroinvertebrate colonization using a 0.15m (6in) 

diameter (0.018m2) sampling frame, lOo/o nitric acid spray to dislodge the animals from the surface, 

and a pan to catch the falling debris. Samples were washed into plastic lL jars. 

In addition to sampling in the weir field, ten concrete buoy anchors were placed near MRM 164, in a 

bendway without weirs, upstream of the weir field. The objective was to obtain comparable samples 

within and upstream of the weir field to assess the weir field's influence on species composition and 

colonization rate. Buoy anchors were att~ched with cable to red nun buoys, and deployed parallel to 

and approximately 61m (200ft) from the left descending bank. All ten buoy anchors from the 

upstream bendway were retrieved after 27 days. Scrape samples were collected as previously 

described for weir rock scrapes (0.018m2). 

Substrate samples were collected from Thompson's Bend (MRM 20). A clamshell dredge on the 

USAGE SLD work barge powered by the USAGE MY-Pathfinder was used to collect 0.57m3 (O. 75yd3
) 
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of sand and gravel substrate from the river bott6m. A subsample ofsubstrate was collected with a 

petite ponar (0.024m2
). Samples were collected at approximately 91.5m (300ft) intervals along 

transects and washed into plastic 2Ljars. 

All samples were preserved in 10% formalin stained with rose bengal and transported to the 

laboratory for processing. 

Laboratorv 

Each sample was rinsed through a no. 30 sieve to remove preservative and a portion was placed in a 

white pan. Samples with many animals were subsampled. Animals were sorted from debris with 

the aid of a magnifying lamp or dissection microscope, and placed in scintillation vials containing 

75o/o alcohol. Abundant groups (chironomids, oligochaetes, trichopterans, and ephemeropterans) 

were sorted into separate vials. 

Sample debris was searched until all animals were retrieve_d. The remaining debris was rinsed into 

the original sample container, preserved in 75o/o alcohol, and marked with the sorters initials and 

sorting date. 

To ensure sorting efficiency, 10% of the remnant samples were reprocessed, including at least one 

per sorter and one per sampling method. If the total number of animals in the remnant sample or 

subsample was less than lOo/o of the total number of animals sorted from the original sample or 

subsample, the sorting effort was accepted. If the above criteria were not met, samples were 

resorted and rechecked until quality assurance criteria were met or exceeded. Sorting efficiency was 

over 99o/o for all samples and no resorting was required. 

A Folsom sample splitter was used for all subsampling. Very large samples (>500 animals) were 
• 

split before sorting. However, only samples relatively free of entangling debris (biasing the 

subsample} were split, and all rare and large animals were removed (fish, anisopterans, non· 

hydropsycbid caddis:flies) before splitting. Samples (or fractions thereoD were split into at least four 

9 

0 



Mississippi River dikes April 2000 

subsamples, and two subsamples were processed and checked against each other to ensure unbiased 

splits. The total number of sorted animals identified per sample was at least 250, and, if available, 

in proportions of 50 to 100 chironomids and oligochaetes, 70 trichopterans, and 70 ephemeropterans 

per sample. Unprocessed subsamples were preserved in 75% alcohol, labeled appropriately, and 

stored. 

To determine splitting efficiency and individual estimate accuracy, at least two subsample fractions 

were processed for each split sample. The number of individuals, as well as the similarity in taxa, 

were compared between the two subsamples. Counts between fractions were within 20% and 

percent similarity (PSC=lD0-0.5:!: Ia;-b; I) between fractions exceeded 90% for all split samples. 

Animals were identified to lowest practical taxon, species in most cases. Ch:ironomids and 

oligochaetes were mounted in CMC-10 mounting media and identified using a compound microscope. 

Other animals were identified with the aid of a dissection scope. 

Several representatives of some groups, such as hydropsychid caddisflies and heptagenild mayflies, 

were early instars and could only be accurately identified to family. Likewis<;!, most tubificid 

oligochaetes could not be identified due to sexual immaturity. 

During the identification and enumeration process, a reference collection of all taxa was prepared. 

Reference specimens were preserved in 75% alcohol and labeled with name, date, location of 

collection and identifying biologist. The reference collection was checked by a second biologist. 

Data analysis 

The primary sampling ohjective was to evaluate taxonomic composition within training structures 

and substrates, rather than invertebrate density. Therefore, scrape samples were not randomly 

collected from weir rocks and buoy anchor rocks, but were biased toward the highest 

macroinvertehrate density area on the recovered rock surfaces. The rate of invertebrate 

colonization depends on numerous factors including invertebrate drift (Waters, 1964; Townsend and 
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Hildrew, 1976; Ciborowski and Clifford, 1984), substrate (Kirk and Perry, 1992; Smock, 1996), 

distance from colonizing source (Sheldon, 1977; Kirk and Perry, 1992; Smock, 1996), density of 

nearby invertebrate communities (Hare, 1995), detritus accumulation (Rabeni and Minshall, 1977; 

~ Culp et al., 1983), and species specific colonization rates (Sheldon, 1977; Ciborowski and Clifford, 

1984; Peckarsky, 1986; Smock, 1996), and artificial substrates are unlikely to yield an accurate 

representation of density (Casey and Kendall, 1997). Density estimates for rock baskets are further 

hindered by the inability to accurately quantify rock surface area. Rock texture also affects 

colonization, as more textured rock tends to provide more refugia from physical disturbance and area 

for attac1unent (Clifford et al., 1992), and buoy anchors are smoother than weir rock. Total density 

and density of particular taxa in artificial samplers and in scrap samples, therefore, may not 

accurately reflect density of rock structures. "Whereas, parameters such as taxonomic composition, 

species richness (number oftaxa), diversity (Shannon-Wiener index, H'), and relative abundance 

should be similar among methods, since colonization appears to be directly related to density and 

taxa in surrounding substrate (Hare, 1995), and these parameters were used to compare samples. 

Multivariate analysis techniques are better at detecting obscure relationships among variables 

(Maxon et al., 1997), such as changes in invertebrate community composition, than standard 

invertebrate indices such as diversity, since they use each species as a variable (Cao et al., 1996). 

Principal Component Analysis {PCA) was used to determine the relationship ofmacroinvertebrate 

communities in the study area. PCA is a type of ordination analysis, which compares samples based 

on similarity of ta.xa and has been successfully used in c~mparing invertebrate samples and relating 

species composition to environmental variables (e.g., Leland et al., 1986; Delucchi, 1987; Knorr and 

Fairchild, 1987; Cao et al., 1996; Yule, 1996). Since methods and sample sizes differed among study 

sites, analysis was based on relative abundance oftaxa rather than density. Data were transformed 

(Log (x+l)) prior to analysis. Species occurring in less than 5% of the samples were excluded, as they 

may be transient rather than truly a part of the invertebrate community, and may skew results 

(Gauch, 1982). PCA factor scores were correlated with measured variables using Pearson 

Correlation. Variables used in the correlation matrix include substrate, river mile, structure 

(influenced or not influenced by training structure), position (within the weir or dike field, or in the 
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surrounding area), and sampling season. Significance of correlation was determined using the 

sequential Bonferroni technique (Rice, 1989). 

A..N"OVA (one and two way) followed by Tukey's multiple range tests and student's t-tests were used 

to detect differences in species richness and diversity. 

RESULTS 

The study area (1'IRM 289.5 to "MRM 20) appears to support a species rich invertebrate community. 

A total of238 taxa were collected in this study (Table II). The caddisflies, Hydropsyche orris (209'c) 

and Potamyia flaua (37%), were the dominant taxa. Chironomidae comprised 18% of the fauna, and 

Rheotanytarsus sp. (9o/c), Glyptotendipes sp. (3%), and Polypedilum conuictum (2%) were the three 

most common chironomids. Other abundant taxa included Dreissena polymorpha (9%), the 

turbellarian Dugesia tigrina (5%), and the mayflies Caenis sp. (1%) and Isonychia sp. (1 %). 

Taxonomic composition appears to be related to substrate, structure, season, and river mile. PCA 

analysis resulted in a continuwn of samples along both axis rather than distinct clusters (Figure 3). 

Factors 1 and 2 represented 19.3% and 10.9% of the variability in samples, respectively. Sample 

attributes that significantly correlated with Factor 1 included substrate, structure, position, and 

season. Factor 2 was significantly correlated with river mile (Table Ill). 

Samples collected from river substrate and away from rock structures tended to cluster on the 

negative portion of Factor 1, while those associated with rock tended to plot toward the positive end. 

Samples from substrate near rock structure and rock baskets on the interior of chevron dikes tended 

to plot toward the center of the graph. A few of the rock basket samplers that filled with sand or silt 

plotted more toward the negative end of Factor 1 and substrate samples that contained gravel and 

larger substrate tended to plot toward the positive side of Factor 1. Lower (free flowing) river sites 

tended to plot toward the negative end of Factor 2 and upper river (pooled) sites tended to cluster 

more toward the positive portion of Factor 2. However, samples collected on the exterior and interior 

of dikes at 1-IBM 289.5 plotted toward the negative and positive end of Factor 2, respectively. This 
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suggests that current velocity may also influence sample distribution, however current velocity was 

not measUied at sample sites and could not be incorporated in the model. 

·"1) 	 This pattern is more obvious when each sample site is considered separately. 11RM 289.5 samples 

tended to scatter across the PCA more so than other sites, as samples were collected from three 

seasons and over three years, and species relative abundance varied with time as well as substrate 

and flow. In general, rock basket samples plotted on the positive side and substrate samples on the 

negative side of Factor 1 (Figure 4). Samples (both rock basket and substrate) collected on the inner 

face of the dike (slower flow) plotted in the upper half of the graph, while samples collected from 

exterior dike faces and exterior substrate (swifter flow) plotted toward the middle and lower portion 

of the graph. 

The caddis flies, P. fiaua and H. orris, and the chironomid Rheotanytarsus sp. tended to be the 

dominant taxa in samples collected on the exterior rock of chevron dikes, with D. polymorpha 

abundance increasing over time (Table IV). Rock dwelling caddisflies and chironornids were replaced 

by the enchytraeid Barbidrilus paucisetus and the chironomids Robackia sp. and Chernouskiia sp ., 

which prefer sandy substrates, in the predominantly sand substrates surrounding the dikes. 

However, D. polymorpha was also dominant in the river substrates in 1996. 

The substrate and rock baskets, which were within dikes and protected from the current, tended to 

be dominated by oligochaetes and chironornids. However, Naididae and Tubi.ficidae were more 

abundant on rocks and in substrate, respectively. Chironornid species also varied with substrate, 

and Glyptotendipes sp. was the dominant chironomid on rocks, while Chironomus sp., 

Cladotanytarsus sp., and Polypedilum sp. were more abundant in the substrate. Dugesia tigrina was 

also abundant on interior rock basket samples and Caenis sp. (mayfly) was particularly abundant in 

the summer 1995 samples. 

Sampling method, seasoi:i., position with respect to the dike, and substrate, also influenced species 

richness and diversity near .MRM 289.5. Rock basket samples had significantly greater species 
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richness and diversity than ponar samples (t=-17.033, df=146, P<0.01; t=-5.477, df=146, P<0.01; 

respectively). Fall samples had significantly greater species richness (t=2.975, df=146, P<0.01) and 

diversity (t=4.653, d.f=l46, P<0.01) than samples collected in the summer. Rock baskets collected on 

both the interior and exterior face of dikes had significantly greater species richness (F=l00.594, 

d.f=144, P<0.01) than ponar samples on dike interiors and ponar samples collected in river substrate. 

However, diversity was similar between rock baskets on the interior and exterior dike faces and 

ponar samples on the interior of dikes, but differed from river substrate samples (F=l5.375, df=l44, 

P<0.01). Substrate also significantly affected richness, as species richness was significantly higher 

in rock baskets than in other substrates (F=75.246, d.f=143, P<0.01). Diversity was also affected by 

substrate. While diversity was similar in rock, sand/gravel, silt/sand, and silt substrate, it was 

significantly lower in sand substrate CF=9.787, df=143, P<0.01). 

In contrast to the high variability in chevron dike samples, bendway weir samples at 1ffi..'d 30 and 

substrate samples from MR.M 20 formed fairly tight clusters (Figure 5). Dominant taxa at MRM 20 

and 30 were similar to substrate and rock at MRM 289.5, however, species richness was much lower 

and a few taxa overwhelmingly dominated samples in both substrate (1-ffiM 20) and weir rock 

samples (MRM 30). Barbidrilu.s paucisetus (89%) dominated substrate samples, and H. orris (67%)­

and P. {lava (11o/o) dominated weir rock scrape samples (Table V). Species riclmess was significantly 

less at MRM 20 and 30 than at RM 289.5 and203 (F=15.551, d.f=271, P<0.01) and diversity at MRM 

20 and 30 was less than at all other sites except MRM 265.7 (F=25.587, df=271, P<0.01). As at MRM 

289.5, species richness and diversity were significantly less in substrate samples than in samples 

associated with the rock structUl'e (t=6.666, d.f=36, P<0.01; t=2.418, df=36, P<0.05). 

Samples collected within and upstream oftbe weir field at MR.M 164 formed one cluster (Figure 6). 

Hydropsyche orris and P. {lava dominated all samples within and upstream of the weir field. 

Rheotanytarsus sp. was also abundant on the buoy anchors placed upstream of the weir field. 

Richness and diversity were also similar between weir and upstream samples {t=l.133, d.f=31, 

P=0.266; t=-0.674, d.f=31, P=0.506; respectively). Three methods were used to collect samples within 

the weir (rock baskets, weir rock scrapes, buoy anchor scrapes) and samples were collected from buoy 
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anchors upstream of the weir field. Method did not appear to affect diversity (F=l.43, df=30, 

P=0.255). However, method did have a significant effect on species richness (F=4.813, df=30, 

P<0.05); with rock basket samples having the highest average richness, and buoy anchors and weir 

rocks yielding similar richness. The lack of difference within and upstream of weir samples in 

taxonomic composition, richness, and diversity is probably due to both areas being sampled with the 

same method, buoy anchors. Thus it appears that weir field rocks and isolated rocks placed 

upstream of the weir were similarly colonized. 

Samples collected within rubble and riverward of rubble at NIRM 203 tended to form a continuum 

(Figure 7) similar to MR.YI 289.5 samples in the PCA (Figure 4). Rock basket samples plotted toward 

the positive end of the Factor 1 axis, and ponar samples collected riverward of the rubble plotted 

toward the center ofFactor 1, similar to the interior chevron dike samples. Substrate riverward of 

the rubble varied with year, consisting of a mixture of gravel, sand, silt and zebra mussel shells in 

1997, and primarily sand or silt in 1998. This change in substrate most likely was due to the high 

river discharge experienced prior to sampling in 1998, and :µrected species composition, richness, 

and diversity. Hydropsyche orris and P. fl.aua dominated rock basket samples, as they did at other 

sites (Table VI). However, P. fl.aua was also dominant in riverward substrate in 1997, probably due 

to the gravel substrate and abundance ofD. polymorpha riverward of the rubble, as D. polymorpha 

shells provide hard substrate for invertebrate colonization and tend to change the species 

composition of the comrntm..ity (Stewart et al., 1998). Both richness and diversity were significantly 

greater in rock basket samples collected within the rubble than in substrate riverward of the rubble 

(t=9.326, d:f=36, P<0.01, F=3.017, df=36, P<0.01, respectively). Diversity in sand, silt, gravel 

substrate was similar to rock basket diversity, but differed from diversity in sand and in silt 

(F=8.153, df=34, P<0.01). Species richness was also affected by substrate (F=30.934, df=34, P<0.01), 

however only rock basket diversity was significantly higher than other substrate types. 

Substrate samples collected near M:&\1250.2 and 265. 7 clustered toward the negative end of PCA 

Factor 1(Figure8), similar to substrate samples collected downstream ofweirs at MRM 20 and 

substrate surrounding dikes at NIRM 289.5 (Figures 4 and 5). A!3 with most other substrate samples, 
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B. paucisetus dominated samples (Table VII). Macrostomidae were also abundant at 1IBM 265.7 

and Nematoda were also abundant at MRM 250.2. Substrate was somewhat more heterogeneous at 

1IBM 250.2, consisting of some gravel, silt, and clay in addition to sand. Whereas, subs'.=1"ate was 

homogenous sand in :rv!RM 265.7 samples. Although dominant species were similar at both sites, 

this substrate difference appeared to affect both richness and diversity. Species diversity (t=3.936, 

df=18, P<0.01) and richness (t=2.169, df=l8, P<0.05) were significantly different between n.IBM 

250.2 and 265.7. Richness at hoth sites was similar to :rv!RM 164 and MRM 20 and 30, whereas, 

diversity at MRM 265.7 was similar to Mlt.\120 and 30 and MRM 164, and diversity at MRM 250.2 

was similar to MRM 203 and 289.5. 

DISCUSSION 

The upper Mississippi River historically and currently supports a variety ofhabitats (Theiling, 

1999), and biodiversity in rivers is attributable to heterogeneity on the habitat scale (Wise and 

Molles, 1979; Bourassa and Morin, 1995; Death and Winterbourn, 1995; Ward, 1998). Current 

habitat conditions vary from those historically found in the river due to wing dams, closing dams, 

dredging, dredge disposal, and navigation dams, as well as, clearing ofwoody debris (Theiling, 1999). 

Upper river locks and dams have inundated some of the floodplain, creating numerous backwaters. 

Hard substrate in the now pooled portion of the upper river was at one time available as gravel and 

cobble substrates and in unionid beds (Beckett et al., 1996). However, sedimentation has filled many 

of the backwater areas in the past few decades and shallow rocky areas have been covered with sand 

(Bertrand, 1997). Flow has.been directed toward the thalweg and away from side channels and 

backwater areas by dikes, and floodplain erosion and subsequent dredging to maintain a navigable 

channel have resulted in loose sandy substrate in much of the channel border. Habitats currently 

existing within the study area, based on differences in substrate and hydrology, include :illain 

channel, channel border (inside bend, outside bend, straight reach), dike field (stone and pile dike), 

side channel, slough, river lake, natural littoral zone, revetted littoral zone, navigation pool, 

tailwater, mouth of tributary, and downstream end of island (ESE, 1982). 

Shifting sand is often the dominant substrate type in lowland rivers (Soluk, 1985) and the 
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1'lississippi River is no exception to this (Sauer and Lubinski, 1999); as loose sand was the major 

river substrate in all areas sampled in this study. This substrate type generally supports a low 

density ofmacroinvertebrates due to the dynamic nature of the substrate and low retention of 

organic matter (Sauer and Lubinski, 1999). High levels of disturbance tend to result in low density 

and diversity (Sanders and Bak.er, 1984; Death and Winterbourn, 1995; Lancaster et al., 1996; Casey 

and Kendall, 1997), and low organic matter availability tends to limit biomass (Soluk, 1985). 

Although density is apparently fairly high >5cm deep within sand where disturbance tends to be less 

(Soluk, 1985), sand is typically dominated by a few interstitial and burrowing invertebrates adapted 

to this particular type of substrate (Soluk, 1985), resulting in low density and species richness. For 

example, B. paucisetus apparently burrows into the sand (Seagle and Wetzel, 1982), and Robackia 

sp. and Rheosmittia sp. use silk to maintain a hold in sand substrate (Soluk, 1985). 

Species richness and diversity tend to increase with substrate heterogeneity and stability, 

apparently due to interaction of disturbance and habitat patchiness (Death and Winterbourn, 1995; 

Townsend et al., 1997), as well as, interspecifi.c competition (Death and Winterbourn, 1995). 

Substrate surrounding cheVl."on dikes at MRM 289.5, rivenvard of rubble at MRM 203, and at MRi.\1 

250.2 and MRM 265. 7 was primarily sand. However, some substrate heterogeneity still exists and 

the pooled portion of the river still supports a more diverse bentbic fauna than the lower river (ESE, 

1982); as gravel, silt, and clay were found in the channel border at l\1RM 289.5, MRM 250.2, and 

MR1'1 203 and at sites sampled by ESE (1982). Sauer (1999), on the other hand, found most upper 

Mississippi River substrates were dominated by silt and clay. 

Dominant species at 1'IBM 289.5, 264.7, 250.2, and 203 were similar and tended to be those typical of 

sand substrate in swift current (B. paucisetus, Macrostomidae, Nematoda). However, taxa tended to 

vary on a local scale within the study. This is expected, as invertebrate communities do not tend to 

respond to natural or human activities as a single unit, even within a single pool (Sauer and 

J) 	 Lubinski, 1999). Oligochaetes and chironomids were the most abundant groups collected by ESE 

(1982). Barbidrilus paucisetus was also one of the dominant taxa in Pool 26 channel border samples 

(Seagle and Wetzel, 1982). Soft substrates in Pool 19 of the upper Mississippi River were dominat8d 
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by high densities of the fingernail clams Musculium transversum (Carlson, 1967; Anderson and Day, 

1986) and Sphaerium striatinum (Anderson and Day, 1986), and the burrowing mayfly Hexagenia 

sp. (Carlson, 1967; Anderson and Day, 1986). Soft substrates in Pool 26 of the upper Iv!ississippi 

River had high densities of the oligochaete worm L. hoffmeisteri, and the mayfly Hexagenia bilineata 

(Anderson and Day, 1986). 

Richness and diversity were significantly affected by substrate in this study (excluding rock samples­

F=8.l71, df=122, P<0.01; F=6.571, df=l22, P<0.01, respectively). Richness and diversity tended to be 

less in sand (6.8 and 1.7, respectively), than in silty sand (12.4 and 2.5, respectively) and sandy 

gravel (10.8 and 2.8, respectively). This pattern was significant with respect to diversity, but 

richness was only significantly different betw"een silty sand and sand in this study. Thorp (1992) 

fonnd highest invertebrate diversity in substrates with gravel and silt'gravel, and lowest diversity in 

sand. 

The river downstream of St. Louis was historically more dy:i::tamic than the upper reaches, with 

increased flow, higher sediment load, and a more meandering channel, hut is now primarily 

contained by dikes, which direct flow into the thalweg (Theiling, 1999). Habitat types currently 

include main channel, channel border (inside bend, outside bend, straight reach), side channel, 

natural and revetted littoral areas, and pile and stone dikes (ESE, 1982). Many of the dike fields 

have filled with sediment, narrowing the river and creating a deeper, swifter channel (Bertrand, 

1977). Physical heterogeneity in stream channels imparts resilience and resistance to indigenous 

comm.unities, and simplifying river channels alters hydraulic transport properties and influences 

river ecosystems (Lancaster et al., 1996). 

Substrate outside the weir fields is primarily sand (ESE, 1982; Sauer, 1999). This was the case at 

MRM 164 and 20 in this study. Barbidrilus paucisetus was the dominant species at Iv!RM 20 and 

oligochaetes and chironomids dominated in ESE (1982) studies, whereas Beckett et al. {1983) found 

lower Mississippi River sand substrates were dominated by chironomids. Species richness (1.5) and 

diversity (0.68) were loWest at 11RM 20. Species richness and diversity in the primarily sandy 
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substrate at 1'IRM 20 (1.5, 0.6, respectively) were significantly lower than in the sand with some 

gravel, silt, and clay at 1'IRM 289.5 (8.4, 2.0, respectively), 250.2 (7.9, 2.3, respectively), and 203 (9.9, 

1.9, respectively) (F=9.09, df=121, P<0.01; F=ll.806, df=121, P<0.01, respectively). This could be 

due tc the higher disturbance rate of substrate in the lower river, as highest taxa richness should 

occur in communities subject to intermediate disturbance (Townsend et al., 1997). Sauer and 

Lubinski (1999) also noted substrate preferences in the upper river, with higher densities in silt and 

clay than in sand or silt. 

Increasing substrate diversity by adding rock to the river should change species composition, and 

increase richness and diversity, since minor substrate heterogeneity seems to increase species 

richness and diversity, particle size is important in determining species composition (Smock, 1996), 

and taxonomic composition varies with substrate (Bourassa and Morin, 1995 and references therein). 

Currently rip rap, articulated concrete, lock and dam structures, and huoys provide hard substrate 

previously supplied by gravel and un.ionids (Beckett et al., 1996). Indeed, samples collected on rock 

structures tended to plot near the positive portion of PCA Factor 1 and were dominated by P. fiaua 

and H. orris (although this varied with season and flow). Hydropsyche orris is often common in large 

rivers with fast current (Fr_ernling, 1960) and tends to he more abundant in late summer and early 

fall than in winter and early spring (Beckett, 1982). Hydropsychid caddis:flies appear to dominate 

the macroinvertebrate community at most Mississippi River structures (e.g. stone dikes [Hall,1982; 

Mathis et al., 1982; Payne et al., 1989 in Way et al., 1995; Payne and Miller, 1996]; hard substrates 

in pools [Anderson and Day, 1986]; or articulated concrete mattress blocks [Way et al., 1995]). 

Rock apparently does not need to be associated with river training structures to increase habitat 

heterogeneity and produce a different invertebrate assemblage. Simply adding rock to the existing 

substrate seems to increase habitat heterogeneity. Species richness was significantly greater in rock 

substrate (19.3) than in other substrates (F=34.253, df=272, P<0.01). Diversity in rock substrate 

.~! 	 (2.1) was similar to heterogeneous substrates (silt/sand,2.5; sand/gravel, 2.8) but significantly 

greater than diversity in sand substrate (1.7) (F=6.4, df=272, P<0.01). In this study, results from 

buoy anchors placed in a bend without weirs (1'IRM 164) did not differ substantially from samples 
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collected within the weir (Table V). Both positions (within and upstream ofweir field samples) 

plotted in the same cluster (Figure 6) and were dominated by H. orris and P. fZava. Additionally, 

richness and diversity did not differ significantly within and upstream of the weir field at 1IBM 164 

(t=l.133, df=31, P=0.266; t=·0.674, df=31, P=0.506, respectively). 

Species composition, richness, and diversity were also similar among weir field samples at MR.IllI 164 

and MRM 30, and samples upstream of the weir field at MRM 164. However, the invertebrate 

assemblage collected from substrate samples downstream of the weir field at MRM 20 differed (Table 

V). Barbidrilus paucisetus overwhelming dominated the samples, and species richness and diversity 

were significantly lower than in the weirs and on buoy anchors upstream of weirs (F=S.058, df=l, 

P<0.01; F=4.328, df=l, P<0.05) (Table V). Thus, similar invertebrate assemblages were found in 

both weir fields as well as on buoy anchors placed in a bend without weirs, and this assemblage 

differed from substrate samples in a bend without weirs. However, substrate was not collected in 

the bend without weirs at 1IBM 164, where samples were collected from buoy anchors. 

Placement of rock in the river creates complex and variable flow patterns (Way et al., 1995; Hart et 

al., 1996), and alters the rate and length of particle and invertebrate retention and drift in tbe 

surrounding area (Lancaster et al., 1996). Substrate within dike fields in the pooled and open 

reaches of the river harbor the highest diversity of any of the habitats samples by ESE (1982), 

presumably due to variability in depth, substrate, and flow (ESE, 1982; Miller, 1988; Payne and 

:Miller, 1996). Leaving the !·wall rubble in the river at MRM 203, placing che.vron dikes at MRM 

289.5, and building weirs in bendways appears to have increased habitat heterogeneity. In this 

study, samples from within the !·wall rubble, dikes, and bendways tended to plot toward the positive 

end of PCA Factor 1 and were dominated by P. fZava and H. orris. 

The placement of rock in the river, whether or not it is associated with river training structures may 

influence the invertebrate assemblage in the nearby substrate. Rubble is providing greater habitat 

heterogeneity than nearby substrate. Additionally, invertebrate assemblages in nearby substrate 

seem to be influenced by assemblages in the rubble, as species richness and diversity in substrate 
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near the rubble were significantly greater than in substrate at MRM 20 and MRM 265.7, which was 

primarily sand (F=9.090, df=121, P<0.01; F=ll.806, df=121, P<0.01). River bottom fauna appears to 

be highly influenced by density and taxonomic composition in nearby substrate (Sheldon, 1977; Kirk 

"1J 	 and Perry, 1992; Smock, 1996). Substrate samples collected near rock structures (interior dike 

substrate at 289.5, substrate riverward ofl·wall rubble at 203) tended to plot near the center of 

Factor 1 and were generally dominated by a combination of burrowing and clinging taxa. In 

contrast, substrate not associated with rock structure tended to plot toward the negative end of 

Factor 1 and tended to be dominated by B. paucisetus, Nematoda, and Macrostomidae (see Figure 3, 

and Tables IV, V, VI, and VII). ESE (1982) also found substrate, which provided or was close to hard 

or stable substrate was more productive and diverse than other substrates. 

Alternatively, habitat and invertebrate community heterogeneity in this substrate near I-wall rubble 

may have been present before I·wall demolition, as substrate and invertebrate community 

characteristics previous to the !·wall demolition are not known. Pre·construction substrate samples 

were collected at l\IBM 250.2 and MRM 265.7, and post construction substrate sampling in these 

areas could yield insight into this hypothesis. 

Rock structures such as bank revetment and wing dikes do provide some solid substrate for 

invertebrate colonization in both the pooled and free flowing upper river (ESE, 1982; Sanders and 

Bak.er, 1984; Sauer and Lubinski, 1999). However, most of the current river training structures 

divert flow from side channels, channel borders, and back channels and reduce habitat heterogeneity 

in these habitats (Theiling, 1999). 

Chevron dikes, bendway weirs and other river training strnctures may improve habitat 

heterogeneity in the surrounding substrate, as well as within the training structures. The 

structures sampled in this study divert water toward the thalweg, however, they also assist with 

,.uf -\ 
maintaining or perhaps increasing rather than reducing habitat heterogeneity in surrounding 

habitats. The shape of both chevron dikes and bendway weirs provide a variety ofhard substrate 

microhabitats for invertebrate colonization by altering flow, and creating turbulent and quiet water 
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areas. Chevron dikes divert water toward the thalweg, reducing the need for dredging in the 

channel and dredge placement in the channel border. Dredge material from dredging that is needed 

is placed behind the dikes rather than in the channel border, eventually creating islands that will 

provide habitat for terrestrial animals, wading birds, reptiles, and amphibians, and that will serve 

as a breaker for boat wakes, protecting the shoreline. Additionally, flow is maintained between the 

dikes and in backwater areas, reducii:ig backwater sedimentation that typically results within 

backwater areas near standard dike fields (USACE, 1992). 

Bendway weirs are-in a much harsher environment, but should provide refugia and habitat 

heterogeneity for invertebrates. Indeed more taxa were found and diversity was higher on samples 

collected v.rithin both weirs than in the substrate at 1ffiM 20. However, the buoy anchor placed 

v.rithin the bend without weirs near MR?vI 164 was colonized by a similar nmnber of species (22) and 

diversity was similar (2.15), as the buoy anchor samples collected from within the weir field; 22 taxa 

and diversity of 2.17. This suggests that any rock placed in the open river will provide substrate for 

invertebrate colonization and that the weir field does not ap.pear to provide additional habitat 

heterogeneity over rock simply placed on the substrate. However, the weir fields were designed to 

modify and stabilize substrate across the channel and weir fields should reduce the frequency of 

substrate disturbance within the weir substrate, and frequency of disturbance could be the major 

cause of low invertebrate diversity in the free flowing river. This process will take time and habitat 

heterogeneity not only v.rithin the weir field, but also across the channel may increase v.rith time. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Dams and river training structures have depleted habitat heterogeneity in the study area. 

Invertebrate species richness and diversity is dependent on habitat heterogeneity. Shifting sand 

substrates support few species, and diversity and richness of the invertebrate assemblage appears to 

increase v.rith only a slight increase in substrate heterogeneity, such as found in substrates around 

dikes (MRM 289.5), at MRM 250.2, and riverward of the I-wall rubble (lvIBM 203). Rock placed in 

the river appears to increase species richness and diversity, regardless of whether it is in the form of 

chevron dikes (MRM 289.5), bendway weirs (1vffiM 164 and MRM 30), rubble pile (MRM 203), or 
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placed singly (MRM 164). River training structures, at least in the case of chevron dikes, not only 

provide rock habitat, but also increase habitat heterogeneity in substrate within the structure, such 

as in dike interiors. Species composition in dike interiors, both in the substrate and on rocks, 

differed from the assemblages on dike exteriors, resulting in a much higher species richness at MRM 
'-'-'' 

289.5 than at other sites. Substrate within weir fields was not sampled, and species richness within 

weir fields may or may not be higher than indicated by simply sampling rocks. 

Channel maintenance will be necessary as long the commercial shipping continues on the 

IYlississippi River. However, channel maintenance does not necessarily need to decrease habitat 

heterogeneity. Both chevron dikes and bendway weirs should not only provide rock structure for 

colonization, but should provide variable current conditions within and around the structures and 

should stabilize habitat in the surrounding area. This study demonstrates that rock increases 

invertebrate assemblage richness over nearby river substrate. With time, substrates riverward of 

the bendways and around chevron dikes should become more heterogeneous. Existing dredge 

material near the chevron dikes should be gradually flushed out of the area and variable flow 

patterns around dikes should result in variable substrate mixtures. Similarly, weirs in bendways 

should gradually cause a wider, shallower channel and provide greater substrate stability for aquatic 

organisms (USACE, 1992; Stucky and Farabee, 1992). Eventually flow will be spread more evenly 

across the channel, resulting in less channel and outside bend degradation and less channel border 

aggregation (USAGE, 1992; Stucky and Farabee, 1992). 

Rock, whether alone or associated with a training structure, increases habitat and invertebrate 

assemblage heterogeneity. Species richness in substrate within dikes and near rubble tends to be 

higher than in areas without these structures. Training structures should also increase substrate 

and therefore invertebrate assemblage heterogeneity within the river cross section containing the 

training structure. However, further study is needed to demonstrate this benefit. 
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Table I. Summary of samples collected in the upper Mississippi River for the A & M Program, 1994 to 
1998. 

MRM Structure Constructed Sampled Sample type Sample size 

289.5 	 Chevron dikes 1992 Nov/Dec·94 Rock basket 20 
Nov·94 Standard ponar 3 
May/June-95 Rock basket 10 
June-95 Standard ponar 5 
SeptJOct·95 Rock basket 18 
Sept·95 Standard ponar 5 
Aug/Sept·96 Rock basket 20 
Sept-96 Standard ponar 3 

289.5 	 }{one NA Nov-94 Standard ponar 17 
June-95 Standard ponar 10 
Sept·95 Standard ponar 10 
Sept·96 Standard ponar 17 

265.7 None NA 	 Apr·96 Standard ponar 10 

250.2 None NA Apr·96 Standard ponar 10 

203 !·wall rubble 1995 July/Aug-96 Rock basket 10 
JuneJJuly-97 Rock basket 8 
JuneJJuy-98 Rock basket 4 

203 None NA July-97 Standard ponar 4 
July-98 Standard ponar 12 

164 Bendway weirs 1996 July/Aug-96 Buoy anchor 6 
July/Aug-96 Rock basket 3 
Sept·96 Weir rock 15 

164 	 None NA Sep·96 Buoy anchor 9 

30 Bendway weirs 1991 Aug-96 Weir rock 27 

20 None NA Aug-96 Petite ponar 11 



'fable II. Relative abundance (o/o) of 1nacroinvertebrates collected at upper Mississippi River sa1nple sites1, 1994 to 1998. 

MHM 
Phylum OiJor Subfomily 20-30 2[i0.:t 265 7 2B9.5 'l'ol.111'" '"' 
Cnidaria l!ydrniJn IJydridFtO 0.110 ""'-------------------­
Pla~yloelminlhos 'J'urbollarin 

Mnoro.•tomicln 
'l'ifrladi<la 

Mncrostomi<lno 

Jlcn<lrncoeli<l"o Pl'oroly/" /1rwiulilis 

0.23 ""' 0.09 

0.21 4.16 3S.Gl 

0.25 

0.20 

""" 

0.l9

",,
11.00 

l'luuariidac C•uu {onWrn1'ii ""' o.ou 
Vuge.in l•11ri11u ' "" "" 6.30 4.76 4.73 

Nematoda 2.02 LOO 0.22 ~l.29 2.21 0.20 0.38 

Nemalomorj>hn """ {)_OJ 0.29 0.19 

Mollusca !.ymnophila Lymnnoic!nc l'serulos1uxfoer1 Sf'­ o_oo 0.()0 

l'hyoitlac l'l•ysa sp. ""' 0.00 0.01 

Pl•ysd/a sp. 0.01 0.01 

Alene/us snmpso1d () ll6 
---------------­ 0.00 

- ­ -------------· 
Divnlvin Vcnoroida Coi-l>iculidnc Corbic"fo {1"mi11e« 0.00 0.00 """ Ornisa"11idac VJ1!issem1 palJlllW-plrn 7.47 ()_jJ 1.63 l0.30 8.68 

S~hnon1J:w 0.02 o.no 0.01 

Musru/irw1 sp. """ 0.00 
Sph.,,,.;,,,,, sp. 0.01 0.00 O.Ol 

0.0! ono 
lln1b!cmi1111e Megalwwi«s IU'rvosa 0.00 0.00 
llnodonlinno l'yganm/011 gm'ldis 0.00 ()_00 

LnnlJ)silhrne l.eptode" f• ,.gi/is 0.02 0.00 
P0Jami/1<s ohie11S1s """ 0.00 

Annolida /lp\ianoneura llclosomalida Aeolo.,oinatidnc """ o.uo 

Oligochaela llnplnlttxid" ""'hylnteidne ouo 0.00 0.00 

Barbidrifos pcmc1sel11s 0.02 34-41 52.09 ""' ""° 
Nnidid:io A'11p/1frlrn"u /eydigi 0.08 U.00 

Chaeluga>ler diu1J/rn1ms () 0:1 0.01 O.UJ 
Cha•Joguslor diu>lrop/..,, 0.01 0.00 

D•ro digil«/<1 0.00 11.08 0.18 0.13 
Den> nioe11 {Ul5 0.00 0.01 
Nai•b"l11!i1rgi 0.13 ()_07 0.02 0.12 0.09 
Nais b•-ol•drn.-. 0.01 ""' Naiscommrmis 0.110 0 IJO 0.00 
Nu is olinguis o.ou o.ou 
N"i'P'"'"'/j' ().03 0.20 0.13 
Nai• pseudoblrl>" O.Ul II.OU 



Table II. (continued). 

MflM 
Phylum Ord or Family Subfuniily Specie• 20-30 203 250.2 265.7 289.6 ToUil 

Annelida Oligodrnolu llaJ>lotaxicla Nai• simplex 0.04 0.02 

Nuis uadabilis 0.02 0.01 0.10 ""Op/1frlm•ai• 0<rpe11tina 0.00 '""Para11ais fi-ici """ '"" l'ig""tidirl miclolgaiw11si• O.Ol 0.01 ""' 1'1isli11a aequiseia 0.00 0.00 
l'rislina breuis<lri 0.00 """l'dslin« loidyi 0.00 0.02 0.0l 

Prisli •mil« jo" kinae 0.00 0.QO 

l'rislirlelfo lo11gisomu 0.00 0.00 

Prisri,.elia usbon1i """ 0.00 

l'risti11e/lu sima o.oo 0.00 

Slaui11a appe"'lioaiala 0.00 0 .19 O.Ol O.ll 

Step/,,11soP1ia11a lriuw•dnma 0.00 0.00 
Sty/arfo focuslri• O.ll 0.01 0.03 

- - --- ---- -- -----. 
TubifidJac immarw·e wl cap. selae 0,()2 0.00 0.00 

imwatw1' wlo cap."'"" 0.27 1.~U 0.16 O.lH 
A,,/odri/us U1>!11alii1Js 0.12 ""' 0.01 
Aulodrifos pig!leti 0.05 0.05 0.05 
llra11clliwu >awerbyi 0.00 0.12 0.02 0.01 
/lyodrifos lcmp/e/01.i 0.00 0.00 

I.m11wdrilas cervix 0.03 0.12 0.00 0.Ul 

Lhimodri1"• daparediwws 0.00 0.00 
Limmxlrifos /wffme1sler1 0.07 0.69 0 02 0.03 
Li11111odril11s /JIUW/1£e/j;·i• 0.00 o.uo 
/,fouwJ.ril!ls wkkomia!HIS """ "'" 0.00 0.00 

!!r;onchiuboJclll<lll 0.00 0.00 

l!iruolinen 0.00 0.09 0.00 

l'l1nryn,obd"lli<ln Erpobdclliclnc 0.01 0.00 
Hhyiochob<lclli<ln U!ossiphonii<l'"' 0.00 0.00 

Alboglossip/ioniali•«radila 0.00 """//•/ob<le/1<1 stagma/is o.oo 0.00 
/'lr<cobdelfo or1wJu 0.00 0.00 

l'/uoob<lella P'""''"itiea o.oo 0.00 

J\rlhruJ)oJn /lrnchnoicfen llyd1uchndl11e 0.02 O.Ol 
Oribnlei 0.00 o.ou 

lnsecw. Collembuln 0.00 0.00 

Entomobryi<lnc U.Ol 0.00 
lsut,,.nioluc o.on o.uo 

U.01 !Ull 



Table II. (continued). 

MltM 

Phylum Clnsa O!'dor l"amily SuLfomily Specie" 20.:10 '" '"' 2502 285.7 289.6 'l'ol.nl 

Arlhropodn !>plrnmcrnplcrn 
Amc/e/"s sp. "'" Hae!idae 0.()0 

Baeli• sµ. 1.36 '"' l.:J4 

L<Jb!obuoli• sµ. 

Cuouidno "'""""""'" ·'P 0.23 u06 
Drad1,Jseiu••P· 
Caems sp. 0.39 0.67 

Ephcmeridne 
l/exagem"u sµ. 

!lexugeuia limbal" 0.0! 2.42 

Pe11/ugc11ia sµ. 0.00 1.27 

"'" 0.06 

ll<µU1gc11ia sp. 0.00 o.ou 
S1e1meron sµ. 000 0.U2 
Sle11onemu sµ. 0.0! 0.07 0.UI 
Sleuo11emu femorolwn 0.0·1 
Sle11011cmu ii11<grum 0.12 0.64 

Stemmemu worlestwll 

l•onychiidae lsor!yehiu .<p. 0.05 l.58 

l'olymitw·cyldne Ep/cOJOJ! •·p. O.UU 

Pot.nmnnthid~e A11tlwµot1wHtt. •I'· 
Tlicory!l>idac 1'1icory/hode• sµ. 0.1)! 

- ------­
Odon~ta (Aniaoptcra) Cur<!ulji<foe N~urocoJ<iuliu sp. 

N~wucont11/iu mol<'s/a U.(12 

Ncwv<·ord11/iu ui•gil<i<1'sis Cl.OU 

Gowphidac 0.12 
llrigompl11<s ;p, 

V1omogom1il<1» op. U.00 

Gompltu1·11• crass1,. 

Go111plwl'us hybtic1"s 

GomplUIS•p O.UI 

Gomplms CO!IS1JJ1gJ1is o.uu 
Gomplous spiculus ""' Slylwus sp. 

StyltU'1'S p/ogiaws 

Lilicllulid~e L<1do11US/!. 

l\l,1<ro1niidue t.lucromill sp 

Odurrnta (7,yguptero) Cuc!>ng<iunitlae U.IJI 

llrgiasp. 0.09 
Eua//ogmuS/!. 

0.03 0.02 
0.00 

O.Ol 0.00 
0.11 °'' "·~ 0.16 

0.02 
0.00 '"" 0.08 l.~7 l.44 
0.00 0.00 
0.01 0.01 

"' O.Ol 
0.02 0.0l 

0.13 0.09 

""0.00 0.01 
0.00 O.OJ 

"" 0.00 

"" OA3 
0.01 o.uo 
1.61 1.44 

o.uo 
0.00 0.00 
o.~3 0.15 ----------- -- - ------ --· 
0.00 0.00 
0.01 ""'
O.UO 

0.00 0.00 
0.0! o.ou 
0.00 O.UU 

0.00 u.uu 
0.00""" 0.0U o.uo 
0.00 
U.00 

000 000 

U.Ull 0.00 
o.uu 0.00 

""" """ 
U.0! 0.0! 

O.M O.Il 

OU:l () 02 



Table II. (continued). 

MrtM 
l'hylutn Clo•• Oeder Family Subfamily Spodes 	 20-30 '"' 203 260.2 265.7 289.5 Total 

Arthropoda Jn,.,,cta l'loooplcm (),()[) U.IU 

Chlorn1•orlidno o.oo[),0[) "'" 
/lap/upol'/u br<vis 0.03 0.02 

l'orlidae 0.00 0.00 
Acro11euria sp. 0.00 0.00 

Neoperla sp. 0.03 0.02 
T'er/esta sp. 0.00 o.oo 
Per/es!u pludda 0.02 0.01 

l'ododidae 0.02 0.01 
lsoper/a sp. 0.!2 0.21 0.13 

Taeniop!orygidae Ta.niopl<ryt sp. 0.08 0.06 

!Jcrnipt.cra 0.00 u.oo 
Triclwoorixa sp. 0.1}7 005 

Su!Jidno 0.00 o.oo 

Colooptern 	 Cllrnbidae 0.00 0.!10 
Chrysomolidac DiMmyeha sp. 0.!IU ()_()() 

Dryopidne /le/;cJrns basalis 0.00 u.oo 
l':hni!lac S/eJ1e/mis sp. 0.01 U.03 U.U·I G.03 

V1'biraphia sp. "" 0.()[) 

T!oleroceridae (lurvoc) u.uu u.uo 
l!ydro11loilidoc /Jeros"s sp. 0.00 o.oo 
Lnmi,yriclne 0.00 0.00 
Tcncbrfonidne {lnrvoe) 0.01 0.00 o.oo ------·------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------­
Cory<ialiclne Corydalus sp. 0.01 0.00 

(j)Upa) 0.05 2.3! 0.1 t 0.27 
Corntopugu,,i.Jae 0.12 0.01 0.01 

Betziasp. 0.46 0.04 o.oa 
Culicmrles sp. 0.00 '"'Ni/ob•zzin sµ. 0.00 0.00 
/>rob•,,;u sp. 0A6 0.23 0.01 0.01 
$pliueromlas sp. 0.00 0.00 

Chao~oridac Chaoborus sp. 0.00 0.00 

C:hitonomidac 0.0! O.!ll 0.32 0.12 0.63 1.69 1.14 
Chirnnominuo 0.0! 0.00 11.00 

..Uorus sp. O.I\! 0.01 0.00 
Cl..riwvs//iia sp. 0.26 2.08 l.07 0.26 0.24 
Chironoonini O.Ol 0.00 
C/1iro1tm1ms S/>. O.Ol 0.20 0.13 



Table II. (continued). 

MHM 
Phylum Ch•"-' o,.lcr ~'nmily Suhfomily Spcdc• 20·30 "' 250.2 265.7 289.5 Toi.Sii"' 
A.-Lhropoda lnsooL.a Di pl era Chirnnomic!nc Cloironominnc Glu001w1ytw·•"• sp. 0.13 ""'Cry/!loc/ij1mrn111us sp. 0.01 0.05 1-73 0.03 o.ot 

Dicrof•11dipes sp. 0.00 0.0•1 0.12 0.22 0.15 

Glyplol,11d1iJ'• s11­ 0.02 0. lO 4.32 2.73 

/Iar11isc/1ia sp. (1.01 0.00 0.00 

T,ipii•iel/a sp. 0. LO o_oo 
Micropseclm sp. """ 0.00 

Paruchinmomus •P­ 0.00 0.13 0.08 

Pamd«dopelllu. sp. 0.00 o_oo 
Paral<mlerbon1ie/fo sp. 0.00 """Paralwiytars"s sp. o_oo 0.00 

H1mt•11dipos sp. 0.02 0.01 2.19 0.69 """ 0.07 
Po/ypedihlm s/J. 0.12 ""' 0.02 

Poly11cdi/r1111 "'""irtum 2.97 602 1.87 I.Bl 2.22 
/>olypcdifom frillrrr 11rnr1p O.Oll 0.00 

l'olyµedilw" il!i11oe11se 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.05 
Po!yperlil<WI >0<1foorwl/l 0.02 0.20 0.09 0 13 

J//,.o/a11yw1·s"s SJ'­ ""' 3~8 2.15 ""' 13.56 ""/lobackiu sp. 0.07 O.U! 0_0() 0.35 z.:m 0.22 0.15 

Suellrnl'ia SJJ. 0.02 0.01 
S1iclocliiro11omus SJ!. 000 0.00 

1'a11ytars1'• sp. 0.01 0.00 0.12 "'"(h'llwdnJiinae 0.01 O.Oll o_~o 0.00 0.0l 

Cory"""""" sp. O.Ol ""' G:rirolOJl!IS S/I, 0.12 0.00 """Cricolopus liicfocws g1<mp 0.14 0.09 

Crico!op1's syfoes11·15 girn111 0.14 0.09 

Cric:olop11s /rcl!U1/1os grorip 0.01 O.Ol 
Euk1<ffenellu duripe1111is 11rrmp 0.00 0.00 

llyd•-obrie11u• "/'­ U.01 0.00 
Lo1"sc/udj11• sp. 0.02 0.01 
Nm1oc/udi!ls sp. 0.02 0.03 0.31 "" o.~2 

Pun1ilieff"rie//<1 sp. 6.00 '"' o_ou 0.02 

Prodridfossp 0.00 0.00 

Pse"'W•milli11 sp. o_oo o.oo 
Rl..oomillm sp. ""' 0.36 0.08 0.00 0.01 

1'hie"""'"'"''"//" sµ. 0.01 0.01 00> 
'J'anypotlinac 0.0l """Abfobesmyia sp. 0.55 O.l2 0.08 0.20 

Codolw1yp1's sp. 0.12 O.Ol 0.01 

Caryiw"""" S/!. 000 000 
Lobrumiiuiu op. 0.01 0.00 
/,arsia sp. 0.00 o.oo 
l'«i'ilnwrilt1' sp. ()_0{) 0.00 

1'/oio1wmwmi"'yi« S/'- 8"'"1' 0.16 0.01 1.27 
- - ------- ----­ ----­ --­ -----­ --------- ---­ - ---­ ----­ --­ -------- --- ---­ -

0.67 0.76 
- ----- ---- -- ---. ---------. 



Table II. (continued). 

Ml!M 

Phylum Cle•a Ortler Family SuLfmnily Species 	 20-311 "' 2113 260.2 265.7 28!1.6 Tolal 

Acl.hroroJa Dipl<!ra Empididae 

Sirnulidac 

1'anydoridnc 

Tipulidne 

Trichoplera 

llydroptilidne 

Le11tocori<lnc 

l'hiloJJ<Jtnmidoc 
I 'ol yccn trupotl idne 

funphipuda C1on~•myct\tlac 

Gnmu1'orid;oc 

Tn!tri<lac 

lsopmln Mcllidnc 

Camhuridae 

Sb/111/1,;m sp. 

1'<myderidac 

(pupa) 

Ch•llmalopsych• sp. 

llyd10psycl1t sp. 

1/ydropsyclo• bi<le1<s 
1/ydropsytlie orrjs 

Hy<lrops}·clie simu/ans 
l'olumyia f/uuu 

llydrop/i/u sp. 

Ma:mlrichia sp. 

Neolrichia sp. 
Nectopsyche sp. 
O<celis sp. 
1"riae11orles S/'­

Doloµliilidcs sp. 

Cyn1.Jlus fro'"'""s 
Neureclipsis sµ. 
J'o/JC<lllrOjJ/IS S/I. 

GamuUH'US fnsd11t11• 

Gwm11urr•s /ac11stri• 

Ga"""'"''""'""" 
Gummarl/S /rngloµliilus 
l/y"!.lla u>l<ro 

Asel/us i11termedfos 

Cuechlote<1 sµ. 

f,frceus {Qt1/i1rnlis 

0!~0'1eetos loite1'S 

Orcouecles ,,;,-i/is 

0.61 

0.07 

0.04 

61.56 

0.02 

10.86 

1.111 

0.0! 

0113 

I.42 

33Al 

0.04 

61.36 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

""0.110 

0.03 

0.0! 

29.ll 

0.10 

37.55 

11.00 

0.04 

0.M 

000 
1.21 

0.04 

0.00 

0.(JO 

\I.II! 

o_uo 

0.14 0.09 

0.22 0.14 

0.01 0.0! 

l.15 0.38 0.00 

0.00 0.00 

0.26 l-33 
0.08 0.05 

1.27 0.08 0.33 0.22 

0.00 0.00"' 0.00 

!S.U 20.02 

!I.II O.!O 
35.68 	 36.96 

G.!3 0.GB 
0.65 0.34 

G.01 

G.02 

0.3! G.23 

G.03 0.02 

000 0.00 

0.01 0.01 
0_()0 

0.16 "'0.41 
0_()! 0.02 
0.05 0.03 

- - --------- -------- ---. 
0.0! 0.0l 

0.01 o.uo 
0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.GO 
0_0() 0.0!1 

0.00 0.0!1 

0.00 o.ou 
0.02'"' o.oo 

!I.OU 0.00 

U.!ll O.UI 
0.()1) 0_()!1 



1'able II. (continued). 

l'hylu1n Cln~ Onlo~ Family SuLfo.mily Speoies 20-:m '"' 
MltM 

'"' 250.2 265.7 289.5 Toml 

'fol.ol 100.0 

" 
!00.0 

" 
1000 

" 
JOU.O 

" 
!00.0 

" 
100.0 

" 
100.0 

" 
No. Lo•a (luLal) 

No. laxo {mcan±2SB) 

SW lndo>< (l<ltal) 
SW Incle• (n>can±2SB) 

No. samples 

"'6.3±1.3 

2.01 
0.M•0.!9 

" 

'"8.9±1A 

1.81 
1 "n.a.21 

:13 

'"'20.0:3.4 

2.85 
223.0.19 

'" 

"7.9±20 

2.95 
~.Oij•O<J 

'" 

"5.0±1.7 

1.52 
us,o3n 

'" 

'°'16.5±!.8 

3.46 
2.l<O.H 

"" 

"" 
3.33 

'Sile• oorro•ponJ lo Fi~ure l· l 



Table III. Pearson correlation matrix of PCA factor scores and sample attributes. 


Factor 1 Factor 2 


Factor 1 


Factor 2 


Substrate 


Structure 


Position 

Season 

River mile 

1.000 

<0.001 

0.779 

0.697 

-0.347 

0.270 

-0.155 

1.000 

-0.124 

0.142 

0.113 

0.128 

0.603 

Significant correlations (<0.001) are balded 



Table IV. Invertebrate community parameters associated with upper Mississippi River chevron dikes, MRM 289.5, 1994 to 1996. 

- Nov./Dec. 1994 May/June 1995"'~ 
Stn1cture Chevron dikes Nmw Chevron ~ikea 

Substrate' 

Semple location 

Sa1uple type 

Sil/St/CV1nino!' Gr 

River substrate 

Ponar 

Rook 

Interior rock 

Rock basket 

Sd/St 

Int. substrate 

Pouar 

Rock 

El<terior rock 

Roxk basket 

Sdlruillor Gr 

River substrnte 

Ponar 

Rook 

Interior rock 

Rock basket 

Sd/St/CVDct 

Int. substrate 

Pouor 

Rock 

El<terio• rock 

Rock basket 

Sample size (n) 

Taxono1nic ri~hness (Iota!) 

Taitonomic ricbuc~s (1nea11±2BEJ 

Diversity \SW-rota!) 

Diversity (SW-menn±2SE) 

Dominant tnxa (</o) 

17 

31 

7.3±1.5 

2.57 

1.94±0.29 

B. poud..lu1 E43J 

Mocroslo"ol~>O (!GI 

D"S"'" !ig"'w ilG> 

Ci«moin~iio •P· I !'I 

4 

GO 

28.3±10.2 

4.34 

3.31±0.73 

N""""'lob1//1114l 

n.,,,J,,i<olo11<1 

C/od'Jlouy/o""' ! 13) 

' 
22 

11.3:>4.1 

3.24 

2.50±0.30 
Tub;foddno !50) 

/km ,1<,;1010 !181 

16 

93 

28.1±4.6 

4.32 

3.50±0.21 

RI""'""''"""' <p. <16) 

ll!fd;opll/o op. !!61 

1"'1'"1'' ,,,. ()2) 

/'oloo~lo/lo!'O 00> 

10 

1' 

5.2±1.8 

2.17 

1.09±0.48 

N<>HOtc.Jo 146> 

/;, f<'"'"""' E281 

l'o•ol""l'!'"'p.!lll 

' 
63 

29.7±8.2 

2.50 

2.57±0.63 
eo.,,/.,p, EGii 

V"fl"io ''6''"" 11 U 

6 

20 

7.4:>2.1 

3.60 

2.24±0.40 
Tubffocidoo !21! 

/; """"'""'(!9) 
No11io1<>:lo 117) 

7 

54 

21.1±7.7 

2.08 

1.84±0.70 

Polo"'>"' flouo 163) 

11)<1'op•;t<I" 0"11 I !21 

llo!..<l101p. HU 

Dow 

Structure lWM 

SeptJOct. 1995 

Chevron dikes - AugJSept. 1996 

Chevron dikes 

Sub11tr11te' 


Sample location 


Sa1np!e type 


Sa1nple size (n) 


Taxonoinic ricbness {total) 


T11xono1nlc richness (1uean±2SE) 


Diversity (SW-lotall 


Diversity (SW -Dle1u1±2SE) 


Dominant t11x11 (%) 


SJ/minor Gr 


ltiver subatrnte 


Ponar 


10 


1' 


5.6±2.2 


l.38 


1.49±0.45 

il. pa0<i"'"' EEIOI 

Rock 


Interio!' rock 


Hock basket 


6 


43 

22.8±3.1 


3.09 


2.83±0.55 


D.,g,.io "'""" t281 

G1,p1or.,,d1p" op. '281 

Dfr.,wul;p<o 1p. I !11 

Gr/Sd/St 


Int. substrate 


Pon11r 


5 


31 


13 0±4.l 


3.G3 


3.04±0.46 

Tubinct~oo 120) 

l'o/:.1><d<lom •P· !25> 

Clodo<o"Y"'"'" •p. I !GI 

Ro~k 

El<lerior rock 

Rock basket 

13 


59 


23.7±4.9 


2.26 


2.66±0.50 

l'alm>!}'iO /!OW !Ml 

11,-dJ opr,tl" <>11i• 1271 

lll«otot')'/on;u• <p. I IOI 

Sd/ruinor G!' 


River substrate 


Ponnr 


20 

" 
9.4±2.2 

3.47 

2.20±0.36 

Rock 

luterio!' •ock 

Rock basket 

G 

" 
26.0±5.8 

l,94 

1.85±0.30 

Sd/St/Det 


Int. subslrate 


Ponar 


10 


37 


11.4±2.G 


3.07 


2.34±0.26 


Exterior rock 


Rock basket 


14 

" 
28.0±2.1 

3.07 

2.59±0.17 

I.I. wl)'m<>1pio !l~> 

ll;drnp1;</o< "''" U21 

1Gr-gravel, S<l=sand, St=silt, Cl=clay, Det=<lelritus 

http:2.59�0.17
http:2.34�0.26
http:1.85�0.30
http:2.20�0.36
http:2.66�0.50
http:3.04�0.46
http:D.,g,.io
http:2.83�0.55
http:1.49�0.45


Table V. Invertebrate com1nunity parameters associated with upper Mississippi River bendways, MRM 20, 30, and 164, 1996. 

Au .1996 Au e t-9G 

Structure 

S1.1Lstr11te 

Sample location 

MfiM 

Sample type 

Sample size (n) 


Taxonomic richne58 (tot11!) 


Tuxonoinic richness (rnean±2SE) 


Diversity (SW-Lota[) 


Diversity (SW-11m11n±2SE) 


Don1in11nl tax~{%) 


-

Sand 


Bend w/o weirs 


Chun shelVponar 


11 


7 


l.5±0.7 


0.68 


0.59±0.40 


lleodwey weir 


Rock 


On weirs 


Weir rock 


27 


34 


8.3±1.2 


1.88 


1.09±0.19 

11,.i,.,,,,-.1" "" ,, 167> 

Rock/sand 


Bend w/o weirs 


164 


Buoy sncho!' 


9 


22 


7.7±2.2 


2.15 


1.70±0.24 


Derulwo weirs 

Rock 


On weirs 


'64 


Rock basket 


3 


25 


15.0±5.0 


1.49 

l.09±0.52 

f'otomy'o µ""' <63) 

11,d,op.,·d" .,,,;, 1:n1 

Hock 


On weirs 


1G4 


!luoy 11nchor 


6 


22 


9.8±2.fl 


1.88 

1.40±0.31 

l/y,/•OP'JOh< ,,,,;, !tll 

Po'"'">'°µ,..., <39> 

Rock 


On weir& 


16' 


Weir rock 

15 


22 


8.1±1.8 


2.18 


l.70±0.39 


http:l.70�0.39
http:1.40�0.31
http:9.8�2.fl
http:l.09�0.52
http:1.70�0.24
http:1.09�0.19
http:0.59�0.40


Tab)e VI. Invertebrate co1nrnunity parameters associated with upper Mississippi River I-wall rubble, MRM 203, 1996 to 1998. 

Date 

Structure 

Substrate' 

Sample location 

Sample type 

Sample size (n) 


Taxonomic richness (\otul) 


Taxonomic richnes~ (1nean±2SE) 


Diversity (SW-1.Qtal) 


Diversity (SW-mean±2SEJ 


Dominant ta~a (%) 

July/Aug. 1996 


1-wal! rubble 


Ilock 


On rubble 


Hock basket 


10 


57 


26.4ot2.5 


2.40 


2.47±0.24 


June/July. 1997 


l·wuH rubble 


Ilock 


On rubble 


Hock basket 


8 


62 


31.3±3.9 


2.86 

2.71±0,26 

""II<"" "H''"" 1101 

June/July 1998 


!·wall rubble 


Ilock 


On rubble 


Ilock basket 


4 


43 


21.8±7.9 


l.61 


1.88±0.53 


July 1997 


None 


Gr!Sd/Stlzebs 


Iliverwnrd of rubble 


Ponar 


4 


34 


16.5±4.5 


2.65 


2.50±0.47 


July 1998 


None 


SdlC! 


Hiverward of rubble 


Ponar 


12 


31 


7.?±1.5 


2.55 

1.75±0.28 

"'"""'"'"" tp. ,,,, 

M""''"""IO•olJll 

'Gr=grave!, Sd-s1111J, St=silt, Cl-clay, Det=<letritus 

http:1.75�0.28
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Table VII. Invertebrate community parameters associated 'With upper Mississippi River substrate, 
MRM 250.2 and 265.7, 1996. 

Dato: 

Structure 

Substrate 

Sample location (MRM) 

Sample t:ype 

Sample size (n) 


Taxonomic richness (total) 


Taxonomic richness (mean±2SE) 


Diversity (SW-total) 


Diversity (SW-mean±2SE) 


Dominant taxa (o/o) 


Sd=sand, Gr=gravel, St=silt, Cl=clay 

Apr-96 

None 

Sd/Gt/St/Cl 

250.2 

Ponar 

10 


34 


7.9±2.0 


2.95 


2.26±0.43 


Barbidrilus paucisetus {34) 


Nematoda (31) 


Apr-9G 

None 

Sand 

265.7 

Ponar 

10 


17 


5.0±1.7 


1.62 


1.07±0.42 


Barbidrilus paucisetus (52) 

Macrostomidae (39) 

http:1.07�0.42
http:2.26�0.43


Figure 1. Macroinvertebrate sites within the upper :Mississippi River, 1994 to 1998. 

'lJ Figure 2. Approximate location of chevron dikes, Mississippi River mile 289.5. 

Figure 3. PCA plot ofmacroinvertebrate samples, M:RM 20 to 289.5. 

Figure 4. PCA plot ofmacroinvertebrate samples from MRLV! 289.5, 1994 to 1996. 

Figure 5. PCA plot ofmacroinvertebrate samples from MRM 20 and 30, 1996. 


Figure 6. PCA plot ofmacroinverte.brate samples from MRM 164, 1996. 


Figure 7. PCA plot of macroinvertebrate samples from MRM 203, 1996 to 1998. 


Figure 8. PCA plot ofmacroinvertebrate samples from M'.RM 250.2 and 265.7, 1996. 
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ABSTRACT 


A total of 2,536 specimens of 19 native unionid species was 
collected during the survey. Eighteen species were collected from 
24 sidechannels sampled, while 12 species were found in four borrow 
pit sites surveyed. The three numerically most abundant species 
collected (Anadonta grandis, Leptodea fragilis, and Potamilus 
ohiensis) made up 87.5% of the total number of specimens collected. 
With the addition of species previously reported in the literature 
(Oesch 1984), 24 native species are kno-vm to occur in the Middle 
Mississippi River. This represents approximately 73% of the 33 
native species known to occur in the Upper Mississippi River 
reported by Hornbach et al. (1992). 

INTRODUCTION 

The Middle Mississippi River is the reach of the Mississippi 
River between its' confluence with the Ohio River (River Mile 0) 
and the Missouri River (River Mile 195.25). This section of the 
Mississippi River has been highly modified for navigation and much 
of the floodplain has been isolated from the river by agricultural 
levees (Stevens et al. 1975, Strauser and Long 1976). With the 
exception of mussel collections made at three sites by Oesch 
(1984), the Middle Mississippi River has been poorly studied. 
Perry (1979) summarized data from a number of collectors for 18 
sites (data for three of the sites were provided by Oesch) on the 
Middle Mississippi River. However, two of the three data sheets 
provided by Oesch were improperly transcribed by Perry {1979, Table 
20), which calls into the question the remainder of the data 
summary. Van dei Schalie and Van der Schalie (1950} noted that 
"Below the mouth of the Missouri River, the Mississippi River has 
been poor in mussel producton [sic] because of the tremendous loads 
of erosion silt carried into it from the extensive treeless plains 
drained by the Missouri River. Collecting in this heavily silted 
lower portion of the Mississippi is usually possible only in 
sloughs along shore." 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Field collections were made during the period December 19, 
1988, through April 7, 1989. The majority of collections were made 
on January 11 and 19, 1989, when collectors were ferried to 
sidechannel, backwater, and borrow pit sites along the Middle 
Mississippi River by helicopter. The collection period followed 
the drought of 1988 when large areas of sidechannels and backwaters 
dried, either killing the mussel fauna by desiccation or making 
them extremely vulnerable to predation. T'wo collectors walked as 
much of the collection area as possible in a 3-4 hour period making 
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surface collections of mussels that had died during the drought of 
1988. The low water conditions provided a unique opportunity to 
make surface collections of recently dead mussels. Collectors were 
instructed to collect all surface shells encountered while walking 
the dewatered areas. · 

Taxonomic names follow Cummings and Mayer (1992) which updated 
the nomenclature used by Turgeon et al. (1988) based on taxonomic 
revisions since the publication of the 1988 list. Subspecies are 
not recognized in this publication. Voucher specimens are housed 
in the Illinois Natural History Survey (INHS). 

The following information is provided for each collection site 
description: river mile, right or left bank, name of the siae 
channel or chute, general location information, county, state, and 
collection date. Site locations are referenced by river miles, as 
this is the standard unit of measure used by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (COE 1978) Right and left refer to right and left 
descending banks. 

COLLECTION SITES 

Site 1. River Mile 194.1-195.0 R; Duck Island Side Channel, 2 ,o 
S Hartford, IL. St. Louis Co., MO. 1/11/89. 

Site 2. River Mile 185.0-188.5 L; Mosenthein Chute, at Granite 
City, IL. Madison Co., IL. 1/11/89. 

Site 3. River Mile 166.4-168.8 L; Jefferson Barracks Chute, 
opposite South St. Louis, MO. Monroe County, IL. 3/24/89. 

Site 4. River Mile 144.6-146.5 L; Osborne Chute, 3 mi S Crystal 
City, MO. Monroe Co., IL. 12/19/88. 

Site 5. River Mile 139.5-140.5 L; Durfee Bar backwater/slough. 
Monroe Co. , IL. 1/6/89. 

Site 6. River Mile 132.3-134.4 L; Fort Chartres Chute, 3 mi w 
Prairie du Rocher. Randolph Co., IL. 1/5/89. 

Site 7. River Mile 130.0-132.3 R; Establishment Chute, 3 mi SSW 
Prairie Du Rocher, IL St. Genevieve Co., MO. 1/11/89. 

Site 8. River Mile 120.0-122.3 L; Moro Chute, 2 miles s St. 
Genevieve, MO. Randolph Co., IL. 1/11/89. 

Site 9. River Mile 110.5-116.5 R; Old channel around Kaskaskia 
Island. Randolph Co., IL. 1/11/89 

Site 10. River Mile 116.4-118.5 R; Kaskaskia Chute; Randolph Co., 
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IL. 1/11/89. 

Site 11. River Mile 109.5-110.8 R; Chester Bridge Side Channel at 
Horse Island; Perry Co., MO. 3/17/89. 

Site 12. River Mile 109.7-110.2 R; Side Channel just below Chester 
Bridge, opposite Chester, Illinois, Perry Co., MO. 3/17/89. 

Site 13. River Mile 104.2-105.6 R; Crains Chute, 3 miles SE 
Chester, Randolph County, IL. 1/19/88. 

Site 14. River Mile 99.9-102.8 L; 
IL. Randolph Co. IL. 1/11/89. 

Liberty Chute, 1 ml W Rockwood, 

Site 15. 
1/19/89. 

River Mile 95.1-98.3 R; Jones Chute. Perry Co . , MO. 

Site 16. River 
Grand Tower, IL. 

Mile 76.4-78.8 
Perry Co., MO. 

L; Tower 
1/19/89. 

Island Chute, 1. 5 Illl s 

Site 17. River Mile 71.6-73.7 L; Crawford Chute, 3.5 mi NW Wolf 
Lake. Union Co., IL. 1/19/89. 

Site 18. River Mile 67. 0-69 .1 L; Vane ill Towhead dike field, 
across from Trail of Tears State Park, MO. Union Co., IL. 
1/19/89. 

Site 19. River Mile 57. 0-62. 8 R; Schenimann Chute, 2 mi W 
Reynoldsville, IL. Cape Giradeau Co., MO. 1/19/89. 

Site 20. River Mile 54. 6-60. 8 L; Picayune Chute, 2 mi N Cape 
Girardeau, MO. Union/Alexander Co., IL. 1/19/89. 

Site 21. River Mile 50. 8-51. 3 L; Cape Bend Chute, near Cape 
Girardeau, MO. Alexander Co., IL. 1/19/89. 

Site 22. River Mile 47.8-50.5 L; Cape Bend Chute, 2 miles SE of 
Cape Girardeau, MO. Ale~ander Co., IL. 1/19/89. 

Site 23. River Mile 38.9-39.5 R; Commerce dike field. Scott Co., 
MO. 1/19/89. 

Site 24. River Mile 35.5-37.6 L; Chute between Burnham and Goose 
Island (Santa Fe Chute Interior). Alexander Co., IL. 1/19/89. 

Site 25. River Mile 147.3; Borrow pit near Mitchie, llOE Levee 
Road and 900N Mitchie Road. Monroe Co. , IL . 3/22/89. 

Site 26. River Mile 117; Kaskaskia Island borrow pits. Randolph 
Co., IL. 1/11/89. 

Site27. River Mile 110.5 R; Borrow pits along old main channel, 
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just west of Horse Island, Perry Co., MO. 4/7/89. 

Site 28. River Mile 110.0 R; Borrow pit on Horse Island, opposite 
Chester, IL. Perry Co., MO. 3/17/89. 

RESULTSdJlll 
A total of 2,536 specimens of 19 native unionid species was 

collected during the survey. Eighteen species were collected from 
24 sidechannels sampled (Table 1) , while 12 species were found in 
four borrow pit sites surveyed (Table 2). 

The Asian clam, Corbicula fluminea, an exotic species, was the 
most abundant species collected (1, 123 specimens). The species was 
widespread, occurring in 20 sidechannels and two borrow pit lakes. 
Weathered dead shells of the brackish water, mactrid clam, Rangia 
cuneata, were found in Horse Island Side Channel (Site 11, 61 
specimens) and Liberty Chute (Site 14, 1 specimen). 

The giant floater, Anadonta grandis, was numerically the most 
abundant native species (902 specimens) collected during the 
survey. It was the second mOst abundant species collected from 
sidechannel habitat (644 specimens) and the most abundant species 
in the borrow pit lakes (258 specimens}. 

The fragile papershell, Leptodea fragilis, was the second most 
abundant native species (800 specimens). It was the most abundant 
species in sidechannel habitat (715 specimens) and the second most 
abundant species i~ borrow pits (85 specimens). 

The pink papershell, Potamilus ohiensis, was the third most 
abundant native species collected (518 specimens). It was the 
third most abundant species in sidechannels and the fourth most 
abundant species in borrow pits. 

The flat floater, Anodonta suborbiculata, a species classified 
as rare in Missouri, was the fourth most abundant native species 
(94 specimens). It was found in ten sidechannels and in two borrow 
pit lakes. 

The three numerically most abundant native species (Anadonta 
grandis, Leptodea fragilis, and Potamilus ohiensis) made up 87.5% 
of the total number of specimens collected. Each of the species 
was found in eighteen sidechannels. Anadonta grandis and Potarnilus 
ohiensis occurred in all four borrow pit lakes, while ·Leptodea 
fragilis was found in three. 
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DISCUSSION 


Oesch (1984) reported six species, Ellipsaria lineolata, 
Lampsilis cardiurn [ventricosa per Oesch}, Megalonaias nervosa, 
Obliquaria reflexa, Quadrula pustulosa, and Truncilla donaciforrnis, 
from the Middle Mississippi River that were not collected during 
this survey. Although Lampsilis cardium appears on Oesch' s 
distribution map {page 222}, the species was not on his field notes 
and apparently was in error (Oesch, personal communication). Perry 
(1979) also reported both Truncilla donacifonnis and Megalonaia 
nerv-osa from the Middle Mississippi River. With the addition of 
the five additional species collected by Oesch (1984), 24 native 
species are known to occur in the Middle Mississippi River. This 
represents approximately 73% of the 33 native species known to 
occur in the Upper Mississippi River reported by Hornbach et al. 
(1992) _ Hornback et al. (1992) did not collect either Potarnilus 
purpuratus which is a southern species rarely found above the 
confluence of the Mississippi and Ohio rivers (Cummings and Mayer 
1992) or Uniomerus tetralasmus which most frequently inhabits 
ponds, sloughs, lakes, and quiet stretches of rivers where it is 
generally uncommon and only very locally does it become numerous 
(Parmalee 19 67 I . 

Perry {1979) incorrectly transcribed data for Table 20 (Site 
153 and 159) from two of the three data sheets provided to him by 
Oesch. For example, Perry (1979) indicated that no mussels were 
present at site 159, where Oesch had collected 9 species. He 
further indicated on Table 20 that the specimens collected from 
site 159 were dead. Oesch collected 9 species from site 153, and 
Perry transcribed 10 species, incorrectly adding Truncilla 
truncata. These transcription errors call into question the 
reliability of Perry's data summary for the remainder of the Middle 
Mississippi River. 

Eight species, Anadonta grandis, Anodonta irnbecillis, Anodonta 
sub·orbiculata, Quadrula metanevra, Quadrula nodulata, Toxolasma 
parvus, Truncilla truncata, and Uniomerus tetralasmus, collected 
during this survey were not previously reported by Oesch (1984) 
from the Middle Mississippi River. The difference in species 
composition between the two studies reflects the habitat types 
sampled and individual species' habitat preference. The present 
survey concentrated on lentic habitat (side channels with little 
flow, sloughs, and borrow pit lakes) while Oesch's collections were 
made in lotic habitat along the main channel border (Oesch, 
personal communication) . 

The three numerically most abundant native species (Anadonta 
grandis, Leptodea fragilis, and Potamilus ohiensis) are all common 
wide-spread species that are either habitat generalists or show a 
preference for sluggish water found in floodplain lakes, sloughs, 
and oxbows ·(Parmalee 1967, Oesch 1984, and Cwnmings and Mayer 
1992 I . 
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The flat floater, Anodonta suborbiculata, was the fourth most 
abundant species collected during our survey. Oesch (1984) noted 
that the flat floater was one of the rarest naiades in Missouri, 
having been found in only two locations during his State survey. 
The species was wide-spread in the study area, occurring at twelve 
sites. It was most abundant at Site 26, a borrow pit lake, where 
57 specimens were collected. The senior author has previously 
observed large numbers of the species on mud flats in the lower 
reaches of Pool 26, when the pool was drawn down. Parmalee (1967) 
indicated that the species was "locally abundant in the floodplain 
lakes, sloughs, and oxbows of the Mississippi" River which agrees 
with our findings. 

The weathered dead shells of Rangia cuneata, found in Horse 
Island Side Channel (Site 11, 61 specimens) and Liberty Chute (Site 
14, 1 specimen) were probably transported to the site by humans, 
either by Native Americans (Parmalee 1958) or in historic times. 
Oesch's (1984) data sheets contain a record of an oyster shell 
collected at Brickeys, River Mile 135.9 in St. Genevieve Co., MO 
(Site 15, Perry 1979). 

Sidechannel habitat supported 18 native mussel species. Only 
four of the species collected from this habitat type are typically 
associated with flowing water conditions. The ebony shell 
(Fusconaia ebena 8 specimens, 1 site), hickorynut (Obovaria 
olivaria - 10 specimens, 3 sites), monkey face (Quadrula metanevra 

1 specimen, 1 site) and deertoe (Truncilla truncata 2 
specimens, 1 site) generally show a habitat preference for water 
with current(Parmalee 1967, Oesch 1984). The remaining fourteen 
species are common wide-spread species that are either habitat 
generalists or show a preference for sluggish water found in 
floodplain lakes, sloughs, and oxbows {Parmalee 1967, Oesch 1984, 
and Cummings and Mayer 1992) . The mussel fauna reflects the 
modified hydraulic conditions of the sidechannels in the Middle 
Mississippi River. Many of the sidechannels surveyed have closing 
structures restricting flow, thus diverting water to the 
mainchannel to support a 9-foot navigation channel. 

Although the divers.ity of mussels is high in Side channels and 
chutes of the Middle Mississippi River, the density is extremely 
low. For example, during this survey, Osborne Chute (Site 4) was 
dry with the exception of plunge pools behind closing structures. 
This presented ideal conditions to collect all of the recently dead 
mussels in the side channel. However, only 66 specimens of five 
native species were collected. The bottom substrate in Osborne 
Chute was entirely sand which provides little habitat for mussels 
during flowing water conditions. Van der Schalie and van der 
Schalie (1950) indicated that Mississippi River, below the mouth of 
the Missouri River, was "poor in mussel production because of the 
tremendous loads of erosion silt carried into it from the extensive 
treeless plains drained by the Missouri River. They indicated that 
"Collecting in this heavily silted lower portion of the Mississippi 
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is usually possible only in sloughs along shore." The bottom 
substrate of the Mississippi River below the confluence of the 
Missouri River is predominantly sand. The Middle Mississippi River 
main channel has large sand waves that move downstream (Claude 
Strauser, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, personal communication) 
which would cover and kill mussels. The three channel border sites 
surveyed by Oesch (1984) were all rock outcrops with crevices that 
supported mussel populations. 

The four borrow pit lakes surveyed supported 12 species of 
native unionids. Natural, floodplain lakes have been drained and 
filled for agriculture and the natural regime of regular, moderate 
flooding of the floodplain has been disrupted by construction of 
agricultural levees along the Middle Mississippi River. Flooding 
as an integral, beneficial part of natural river ecosystems, best 
expressed by the flood-pulse concept, has been eliminated. The 
predictable advance and retraction of water on the floodplain which 
is the principal agent controlling the adaptations of the biota, in 
particular fish populations (Junk et al. 1989; Bayley 1991 1995) 
and glochidia dispersal, has been eliminated except on the river­
side of agricultural levees. Borrow pit lakes, on the river-side 
of agricultural levees, provide habitat for lucustrine mussel 
species similar to natural floodplain and oxbow lakes that have 
been eliminated from the floodplain. 
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---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Table 1. Mussels species collected from Middle Mississippi sidechannels and chutes. 

Species Collection sites 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

Amblema plicata 11 

Anadonta grandis 1 46 4 2 6 1 17 9 137 184 

Anodonta imbecillis 2 10 1 2 1 5 7 

Anodonta suborbiculata 1 1 1 1 

Arcidens confragosus 1 1 4 

Fusconaia ebena 8 

Lampsilis teres 6 

Lasmigona complanta 1 3 2 4 2 

Leptodea fragilis 13 2 35 93 8 13 1 141 9 4 205 

Obovaria olivaria 1 3 

Potamilus alatus 1 1 3 2 18 

Potamilus ohiensis 30 3 14 25 86 10 26 19 23 19 23 

Potamilus purpurata 1 

Quadrula metanevra 1 

Quadrula nodulata 1 

Quadrula quadrula 1 1 1 1 l. 1 
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Toxolasma parvus 22 1 

Truncilla 

Uniomerus 

truncata 

tetralasmus 

EXOTICS 

Corbicula fluminea 

Rangia cuneata 

19 273 90 19 25 11 53 23 2 23 

61 

2 252 

ff Species 6 4 7 6 5 6 4 3 5 9 9 4 13 
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---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Table 1 (Continued). 

Species Collection Sites 
14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 Total 

Amblema plicata 1 5 17 

Anadonta grandis 1 57 63 30 16 2 39 29 644 

Anodonta imbecillis 28 

Anodonta suborbiculata 1 1 1 1 7 21 36 

Arcidens confragosus 1 7 

Fusconaia ebena 8 

Lampsilis teres 1 1 8 

Lasmigona complanta 3 3 16 34 

Leptodea fragilis 27 54 8 6 1 49 46 715 

Obovaria olivaria 7 11 

Potamilus alatus 1 2 3 2 33 

Potamilus ohiensis 16 124 2 20 3 20 13 476 

Potamilus purpurata 1 

Quadrula metanevra 1 

Quadrula nodulata 1 

Quadrula quadrula 2 3 3 14 
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Toxolasma parvus 3 1 1 28 

Truncilla 

Uniomerus 

truncata 

tetralasmus 

2 2 

0 

EXOTICS 

Corbicula fluminea 

Rangia cuneata 

31 

1 

190 14 31 39 l 6 1 1,105 

62 

# Species 6 9 6 7 4 11 5 1 1 3 4 
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Table 2. Mussel species collected from borrow pit lakes along the 
Middle Mississippi River. 

Species 
25 

Anadonta grandis 52 

Anodonta imbecillis 

Anodonta suborbiculata 

Arcidens confragosus 

Larnpsilis teres 1 

Lasmigona cornplanta 

Leptodea fragilis 3 

Potarnilus alatus 

Potarnilus ohiensis 5 

Quadrula quadrula 

Toxolasrna parvus 

Uniornerus tetralasrnus 

EXOTICS 

Corbicula fluminea 

# Species 3 

Collection Sites 
26 27 28 Total 

143 10 53 258 

4 4 

57 1 58 

1 1 

3 4 

2 1 3 

81 1 85 

3 3 

34 1 2 42 

1 1 

4 4 

9 9 

13 5 18 

10 8 3 
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U.S Army Corps of Engineers, St. Louis District 

Avoid & Minimize Environmental Program 


Bolters Bar Micro Model Study 

Status Report, June 24, 1999 


Applied River Engineering Center 


The Bolters Bar reach of the Upper Mississippi River is located in Pool 26 approximately 
25 miles northwest ofDowntown St. Louis. A Micro Model study was initiated to 
address the repetitive maintenance dredging that occurs in the reach. The Micro Model 
covered Mississippi River Miles 232 to ·222 and the study specifically addressed the 
sedimentation problems between River Miles 227.5 and 224.5. 

Of the three pools in the St. Louis District, the Bolters Bar reach is one of the most 
troublesome, in terms of dredging frequency and groundings. During an 18 year time 
period, between 1979 and 1996, over 3.9 million cubic yards of material was dredged in 
the reach at a cost of over $5.1 million. The average per year equals nearly 220,000 
cubic yards and $290,000. This reach consists oft\.vo main areas of repetitive dredging. 
The most troublesome reach has been between miles 226.0 and 224.8,just upstream of 
Iowa Island. This reach has also been the most repetitive. It is has been dredged at least 
once a year in 16 of the past 18 years. Ofthe dredging volume and costs previously 
stated, 77% is attributed to this area or 170,000 cubic yards and £220,000 per year. 

The Micro Model of this reach was calibrated and verified using current and historical 
hydrographic survey information. After the model was calibrated, nine design 
alternatives were studied in an attempt to reduce or eliminate dredging. The designs 
tested included several structural configurations, consisting of chevrons and dikes, that 
would transfer flow from the side channels to the main channel and realign areas of the 
main channel. The desired effect was to increase depths in the main channel without 
decreasing depths in the side channel complex. 

The most effective and economical alternative included the following structural 
modifications: 

• 	 A 1200 foot longitudinal/deflector dike near river mile 226.2R * 
• 	 Four chevron structures; each with a length of270 feet and a width of 200 feet near 

miles 225.7R, 225.5R, 225.3R, and 225.!R* 
• 	 Removal of the remnants of dikes 226.0R, 225.8R, 225.6R, and 225.4R 
• 	 Raise and notch closure structure 226.3R 

*All structures will be built to an elevation of +2 feet referenced to normal pool. 



Figures 1 and 2 show the bathymetry of the base test and the chosen design, Alternative I. 
This design significantly reduced the shoaling in the main channel, which is shown in the 
base test. It also showed that a better alignment is achieved for downbound navigation 
approaching the head of Iowa Island. Figure 3 is a comparative elevation difference map 
of the same area. This diagram shows where both deposition and degradation occurred in 
the micro model as a result of the design alternative as compared to the Base Test. The 
survey shows that some deposition occurred along the right descending bankline while 
degradation occurred throughout the middle of the navigation channel. It also showed 
that the chute between Iowa and Bolter Islands remained relatively .unchanged. 

Although traditional dike structures produced favorable results in the micro model, 
chevrons were the chosen structure for this design. Chevrons act as detached dikes that 
not only provide a protected area for dredge disposal, they also have immense 
environmental benefits. Each chevron provides aquatic habitat at variable depths, natural 
sandbars isolated from the mainland, plunge pools,_ and increased wetted perimeter. 
Studies on existing chevrons in Pool 24 have found an abundance offish species and 
macro invertebrates as well as very favorable water quality conditions. In addition to 
these environmental benefits, recreationists thoroughly enjoy the sandbars each chevron 
provides. 

The estimated cost of constructing the longitudinal dike and the 4 chevrons is 
approximately $700,000. Funding for this work will be secured in the future. The work 
on closure structure 226.3R has been designed and pid and is scheduled to be completed 
in 2000. The removal of the four dikes recommended might be completed at a later date 
after the longitudinal dike and chevrons are constructed and evaluated. 

The final Micro Model Technical Report detailing the study is currently underway. 

Dave Gordon 
Hydraulic Engineer 
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Ohio Mouth Sampling Trip Report 


Date: 04 October 1999 
Purpose: To collect fish habitat use data prior to installation ofnew 500 foot 
long dikes along the right bank at MRM .6 and MRM .3 that will alter 
sandbar habitat. 
Participants: Eric Laux, Brian Johnson, and T. Miller 

Summary: 
Sampling was performed at the confluence of the Ohio River and the Mississippi River 
(approx. MRMO) on September 13 and 14, 1999. Method used for collection was a 16 
foot Otter Trawl modified with l/8th inch mesh to enhance collection of smaller species. 
Sampling is typically conducted along three transects beginning near shore and extending 
out from the upper, lower and middle portions of a sandbar. Along each transect, four 
trawl hauls are completed when possible at each 5 foot deep contour interval up to 20 
feet. At this site, conditions allowed for all 12 trawling attempts to be taken. No large 
snags were encountered at the site, however a tear in the net had to be repaired after 
taking the 5 foot trawl on the middle transect. The tear did not appear to impact gear 
effectiveness. 

Numbers and species collected included the following: 601 Channel Catfish (Jctalurus 
punctatus), 182 Speckled Chub (Macrohybopsis aestivalis), 79 Blue Catfish (fctalurus 
furcatus), 84 Freshwater Drum (Aplodinatus grnnniens), 17 Shovelnose Sturgeon 
(Scaphirhynchus platorynchu), eight Gizzard Shad (Dorasoma cepedianum), three \Vhite 
Bass (Marone chrysops), two Silverband Shiners (Notropis shumardi), one Emerald 
Shiner (Notrapis atherinoides), one Striped Bass (Marone saxatilis), one Goldeye 
(Hiodan alasaides) one Sauger (Stizostedion canadense), and one Sicklefin Chub 
(Macrohybopsis meeki). 

The sandbar sampled was extremely large (approximately one mile long). Substrate 
consisted predominantly of sand but some gravel and organics were picked up in the 
trawl on transect 1 and 2. Bathymetry of the area appeared to be fairly shallow until 
nearing the main channel markers on the lower part of the sandbar, however near transect 
2 the slope of the bottom was steeper extending out from the bank. The bottom was 
fairly uniform with no obvious deep scour holes or drop off areas. The site is 
summarized in the attached figure. 

On September 22na and 23rd the area was surveyed by the M.V. Boyer. Bathymetry, 
velocity, substrate, and hydroacoustic fisheries information was collected at that time. 

Eric Laux 
Fisheries Biologist 
Planning, Programs, and Project 
Management Division 
Environmental and Economics Branch 
Environmental Section 
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Greenfield Bend Sampling Trip Report 

Date: 04 October 1999 

Purpose: To collect fish habitat use data prior to modification of the bend way weir 
field (additional weirs extending from right bank MRM 4.2 and MRM 4.0). 
Participants: Eric Laux, Brian Johnson, and T. Miller 

Summary: 
Sampling was perfom1ed at Greenfield Bend (approx. MRM4) on September 27 and 28, 1999. 
Method used for collection was a 16 foot Otter Trawl modified wjtb 1 / 8th inch mesh to enhance 
collection ofsmaller species. Sampling is typically conducted along three transects beginning 
near shore and extending out from the upper, lower and middle portions ofa sandbar. Along 
each transect, four trawl hauls are usually completed at each 5 foot deep contour interval up to 20 
feet At this site, the middle transect was deleted because thalweg conditions existed directly at 
the edge of the shoreline. so sampling this area with a trawl was impractical. Because ofriver 
substrate conditions, including snags and substrate type, only three successful trawl hauls were 
completed on the upper transect at 10, 15, and 20 feet. One unsuccessful trawl (snag) was 
attempted at the five foot interval of the upper transect, and one other unsuccessful trawl (snag) 
was completed at the 10 foot interval of the lower transect. No other sampling was completed on 
this trip. 

Fisb species collected included speckled chub, shovelnose sturgeon, channel catfish and a blue 
catfish and one stonecat. The stonecat was collected in the unsuccessful trawl over the cobble 
substrate on the upper transect. Stonecats are not widely distributed throughout the river, 
occurring p1imarily in areas wjth both flow and rocky crevices. Its capture points to the 
uniqueness of this site. 

Contrary to the poor sampling results, the site appeared to have diverse habitat, and a change to 
sampling methods more appropriate for the site (i.e. seines and trammel nets) could reveal a 
more diverse group of fishes. Habitat able to be sampled included mostly sand substrate. Other 
habitats that were unable to be sampled included gravel and cobble substrates, as well as a large 
deep, scour bole off the end of the last weir. The site is summarized in the attached figure. 

On September 22ndand 23 rd the area was surveyed by the M.V. Boyer. Bathemetry, velocity, 
substrate, and hydroacoustic fisheries information was collected at that time. Based on field 
observations it appears that a large continuous area ofgravel substrate exists off the ends of the 
weirs. The hydroacoustic equipment indicated that there was a substantial number of fish using 
the deep hole of the end off the last weir. Based on the present configuration of the sandbar, it 
appears that this hole is largely sheltered from channel flows. 

Eric Laux 
Fisheries Biologist 
Planning, Programs, and Project 

Management Division 
Environmental and Economics Branch 
Environmental Section 
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Abstract 

Bottom trawling was conducted in and near the main channel of the Ste. Genevieve Bend of the 

Mississippi River to determine what fish might be present in this area before channel 

rn:•
"WJ' modification using bendway weirs and to evaluate the potential of using bottom tra\vling in the 

unimpounded reach of the river. B!ue catfish and shovelnose sturgeon dominated the traw! 

catch. One sickle fin chub, a species of special concern in this part of the Mississippi River, also 

was co!lected. Fish do appear to use the Ste Genevieve Bend area. However, our equipment \Vas 

not powerful or large enough to conduct efficient trawling operations in the heart of the main 

channel to determine the exact usage of this habitat. This trawling gear would be better suited 

for work in channel border and side channel areas of the unirnpounded river where surface flO\V 

rates are less than 1.2 mis. 
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Introduction 

At the request of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, the Illinois Natural History Survey (INHS) was invited to evaluate the fish 

community near the Ste. Genevieve Bend of the Mississippi River (River Miles l 18-120) before 

construction ofbendway weirs. INH:S operated a 24-foot research trawling vessel (RIV 

Quiliback) in conjunction with the USACE and the U.S. Geological Survey to conduct 

evaluations of the main channel fish community. 

Methods 

We used a rockbopper trawl to sample for fish in the main channel and main channel 

borders of the Ste. Genevieve Bend of the Mississippi River (River Miles 118-120 above its 

confluence with the Ohio River). The trawl dime11sions included a footrope length of 10.2 m and 

a headrope length of8.0 m. Mesh of the trawl mouth arid cod end consisted of#21 nylon t1.vine 

with a bar-measure mesh size of2.54 cm. The length of the cod end was approximately 2.4 m, 

and the total length from the wings to the cod end was approximately 10.7 m. Sampling· 

occurred during August 12-13, 1997. All fishes collected were immediately removed from the 

net, measured (nearest mm TL; FL for sturgeons), weighed (nearest g) if conditions were 

appropriate (e.g., low wind and waves), and then released. Each run lasted 20 minutes unless the 

trawl snagged an object. 

Results 

Water temperatures ranged from 24.5 to 27.6 C, with Secchi disk readings about 45 cm. 

In the navigation channel, surface flow rates always exceeded 1.5 mis, with a reading near the 
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outside bend of 1.75 mis. Outside the navigation channel on the inside bend, flow rates were 

about 1.35 mis. 

We attempted to use a 3.6-m frame midv.-·ater trav..-·l to sample any pelagic fishes present 

1n the water column. However, this net was ineffective in preliminary sampllng on August l l 

and was not used as part of the evaluation of the Ste. Genevieve Bend fish assemblage. The 

current \Vas sufficiently strong to prevent this mrd\vater tra\vl from fishing without t\visting and 

tangling. 

We collected 35 fish of six species during 8 rockhopper tra\vJ runs at the Ste. Genevieve 

Bend during August 12-13, 1997 (Table 1). Two trawls taken in the navigation channel to\vard 

the outside bend of the river yielded no fish; all other trawls collected at least one fish. V..fe 

collected one adult sicklefin chub Macrhybopsis meeki (92 mm TL) in the heart of the navigation 

channel; all other fish were collected either toward the inside bend of the navigation channel or 

outside of the navigation channel on the inside bend side of the river. In fact, 80o/o of all fish 

collected at the bend were-co!lected outside the navigation channel toward the inside bend. In 

addition to sicklefin chub, \Ve collected common carp Cyprinus carpio, channel catfish lctaiun1s 

punctatus, blue catfish lctalurosfurcatus, mooneye Hiodon tergisus, and shovelnose sturgeon 

Scaphirhynchus platorynchus. Blue catfish (14) and shovelnose sturgeon (16) comprised over 

85% of the total catch. Both blue catfish and shovelnose sturgeon likely spa\vn in or near the 

Ste. Genevieve Bend because we found small individuals of each species present during our 

sampling (Table 1 ). We collected no species of special concern other than sickle fin chub. 
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Discussion 

The vessel and gear worked acceptably in parts of the open river. We do not believe that 

the vessel is sufficiently large or has sufficient power to employ it regularly in the heart of the 

navigation channel of the open river. When trawling at the inside bend of the river. \Ve could 

maintain forvvard speeds similar to those we typically can generate in the pooled portion of the 

river only by using maximum throttle. With the vessel at maximum throttle in the navigation 

channel, our fof"\vard speed was much reduced and we believe that our capture efficiency suffered 

accordingly. Given the gear limitations, we cannot provide a complete assessment of ho\v 

diverse or abundant the fish community may be in the main channel of the Ste. Genevieve Bend. 

Despite these shortcomings, we did document the presence of adult sicklefin chub in the 

navigation channel at Ste. Genevieve Bend. We also collected several shovelnose sturgeon on 

the inside of the bend outside of the navigation channel: At the very least, these sturgeon are 

using habitat very close to the navigation channel. Because of our inability to collect many fish 

\Vithin the navigation channel boundaries, we do not know whether sturgeon are also present !n 

the navigation channel. Given the relatively large number of shovelnose sturgeon collected, the 

inside of river bends near the tail of islands may be suitable habitat for both shovelnose and 

pallid sturgeon. 

Blue catfish and shovelnose sturgeon both may spawn in or near the Ste. Genevieve 

Bend. The size structure of both these fish reveals both young-of-year and adult sizes present in 

the area during our sampling. Because most of these fish were collected in the inside bend 

channel border or on the inside margin of the navigation channel, we believe that the inside bend 

channel border could be a major source of habitat for both juveniles and adults of these two 
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species. It also could be an important habitat for other fish species, but our sampling did not 

allow us to make conclusions about other fishes. 

One potential way to effectively estimate fish biomass in the main channel in the open 

river would be to use hydroacoustic gear. This gear has the advantage of not deploying large 

nets into the current that generate tremendous drag for the vessel to overcome. However, 

hydroacoustic gear will provide only estimates of total fish biomass and size structure, not 

species composition. We believe that this option has strong potential for estimating fish 

biomass, and could be combined with other methods to estimate the species composition of fish 

present. 

We believe that iftra\vling equipment is used in the open river that it must be used only 

under the proper circumstances and with extreme caution. In particular, we believe the 

equipment should not be used unless surface current velocities are less than 1.2 m/s and 

preferably less than 1.0 mis. Under no circumstance should this equipment be used when surface 

current velocities exceed 1.4 mis because l) the trawl will be ineffective and 2) the strong risk of 

gear loss and/or loss of life ifa boat positioning mistake is made and/or the trawl is snagged. 

Likely, then, the areas of greatest potential utility for trawling in the open river would include 

side channels, inside bends, and selected main channel sites with low surface current veloc!ttes. 
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Tabte l. Length (mm), measured as per LTRMP procedures (Gutreuter et a!. 1995) and weight 

(g) of all fish of each species collected at the Ste. Genevieve Bend during August 12-13, 1997. 

Species Scientific name Length (mm) Weight (g) 

Blue catfish lctalurus furcatus 42 2 

53 NA 

58 NA 

68 4 

72 NA 

72 4 

80 5 

88 8 

90 5 

96 7 

166 38 

167 36 

230 101 

427 667 

Channel catfish Ictaluru.s punctatus 437 662 

Common carp Cyprinus carpio 360 615 

552 NA 

Mooneye Hiodon tergisus 107 7 

Sicklefin chub Macrhybopsis meeki 92 7 

Shovelnose sturgeon Scaphirhynchus platorhynchus 110 5 

195 26 
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Species Scientific name Length (mm) Weight (g) 

Table l, Continued 


Shovelnose sturgeon 446 304 


rF,\t 447 273
'ilJ' 

457 273 


482 394 


484 370 


502 430 


529 526 


5'7
0- 645 


546 609 


578 671 


591 985 


622 990 


637 1016 


674 1290 
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