Poor Little Pecks Brook: Balancing lake goals and downstream needs in an urban watershed.
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Background Approach Results
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2. Make real-time data available to project team.

DER staff and RIFLS volunteers have monitored streamflow at Pecks Brook since
2006. In 2013 DER added a telemetry station, so that continuous data are now
available online for the dam manager and other project partners.
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sites downstream of lakes with
drawdowns, and a reference site, all in
the Housatonic watershed.
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* Consider opportunities for similar approaches at
other lakes with drawdowns.

complex, over a few dams, and catches
stormwater from multiple outfalls.
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