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Why restore wet meadow ecosystems?

Wet meadows are shallow basins, with shallow water tables and poorly drained soils. These ecosystems retain water in the soil for much of the growing season and
" during periods of drought. Westward expansion degraded these habitats through the ditching of water for agricultural use, roads being built through wet meadows, ¥
and other activities. This led to erosion, head-cuts, and drier soils in these areas. Wet meadows are resilient ecosystems and provide many resources such as
| nutrient filtering, sequestration of carbon, habitat and forage for many wildlife species including the federally threatened Gunnison sage-grouse (Centrocercus
=& minimus). In the Gunnison Basin wet meadows are scattered amongst a sea of sagebrush. This project specifically investigates:
' 1) Does soil moisture increase at shallow and deep depths in restored wet meadows compared to non-restored and sagebrush areas?
2) Do restored wet meadows retain higher soil moisture values throughout the day and across seasons compared to non-restored and sage brush areas?
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