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Key findings 

 

The club should cease the introduction of stock fish. The river has the 

capacity to support wild trout and the population should be nurtured to 

allow a wild trout fishery to be sustained. The upper part of the fishery 

should focus upon wild trout conservation. 

 
The river contains riffles suitable for trout to spawn upon, but they are 

degraded by a high fine sediment content. Reducing the input of fine 

sediment to the river (through better land management) should be 

achieved as a sustainable solution. 
 

Previously installed habitat enhancement measures are delivering positive 

benefits to the river’s habitat and are supporting the fishery.  

 
Many parts of the river have been realigned resulting in poor sediment 

transport, excessive vegetation growth and poor floodplain connection. 

Habitat restoration should be considered to restore the river to its proper 

alignment within its floodplain. If the restoration of straighten reaches 
cannot be attained then careful tree planting using quick growing species 

of willow (like sallow) may bring short to medium term benefits in terms of 

vegetation control, protection against undesirable bank erosion, and as 

source of large woody material input to initiate bed scour.   
 

Fallen woody material should be left in-river to create habitat and flow 

diversity.  

 

Upstream of the A12, the river has been realigned and the riverbed is 

armoured by wire mesh. The mesh is inhibiting natural processes from 

taking place, but is now becoming degraded due to tree fall lifting it from 

the riverbed. The club should explore ways of getting the failing mesh 

removed.  
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1.0 Introduction 

This report is the output of an advisory visit undertaken by Rob Mungovan 

of the Wild Trout Trust to the River Fynn, Martlesham to Little Beelings, in 

Suffolk, at the request of the Fynn and Lark Fly Fishing Club. The visit was 

undertaken on 28th May 2021, accompanied by a club member. Comments 

in this report are based on observations on the day of the visit. 

The purpose of the visit was to advise on the potential of the river for wild 

brown trout and improvements to sustain a brown trout fishery.  

Normal convention is applied throughout the report with respect to bank 

identification, i.e. the banks are designated left bank (LB) or right bank 

(RB) whilst looking downstream. The national grid reference system is used 

to identify specific locations. 

 

2.0 Catchment Overview 

The River Fynn falls within the Suffolk Coast and Heaths National Character 

Area (NCA). It is one of the driest parts of the country, with rainfall typically 

only two thirds of the national average. The distinctive landscape character 

is a product of its underlying geology, shaped by the effects of the sea and 

the interactions of people. It is mainly flat or gently rolling.  

The Suffolk Coast and Heaths NCA has an underlying bedrock of late 

Cretaceous Chalk and overlying glacial tills (boulder clay). The boundary 

between the Suffolk Coast and Heaths and the more wooded boulder clay 

plateau of central East Anglia is incised by several small west to east river 

valleys. Due to the catchment receiving low rainfall, the mean flow rate of 

the Fynn is consequently low resulting in less stream power to drive the 

natural geomorphic processes of scour, sediment transport and deposition. 
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Map 1 – The location of the River Fynn upstream of Martlesham. Red arrow is upper 

limit, blue arrow is downstream limit of visit. © Ordnance Survey. 
 

The length of the Fynn visited took in two different WFD waterbodies, 

“Lark – Fynn (d/s of confluence)” and “the River Fynn”, both of which are 
classified as Heavily Modified Waterbodies (see table 3). 

 

 
Table 2 Data from Environment Agency - CDE - Fynn (data.gov.uk) 

 

https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning/WaterBody/GB105035040330
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Table 2 - Data from Environment Agency - CDE - Lark - Fynn (d/s confluence) (data.gov.uk) 

 

 Waterbody Details Waterbody Details 

River River Fynn River Fynn 

WFD Waterbody Name Lark – Fynn (d/s of 
confluence) 

River Fynn 

Waterbody ID GB105035040300 GB105035040330 
Management Catchment Suffolk east Suffolk east 
River Basin District Anglian Anglian 
Current Ecological 

Quality 
Moderate potential Poor potential 

U/S Grid Ref Inspected TM 24461 47833 TM 23578 47503 

D/S Grid Ref Inspected TM 25113 47397 TM 24461 47833 

Length of River 
Inspected 

1.09km 1.2km 

Table 3 - Water Framework Directive (WFD) data for the River Fynn. 

Table 3 summarises the Water Framework Directive (WFD) data for the for 

the two different waterbodies that the visit encompassed. The upstream 

“River Fynn” (GB105035040300) is classified as ‘poor’ ecological potential 

https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning/WaterBody/GB105035040300
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overall. Parameters that make up the classification include ‘poor’ for fish, 

‘high’ for invertebrates and ‘poor’ for phosphates. Interestingly, the river is 

classed as “supports good” for its morphology, yet the reach visited had 

clearly been subject to very extensive past realignment.  

The downstream “Lark – Fynn (d/s of confluence)” (GB105035040300) is 

classified as ‘moderate’ ecological potential. Parameters that make up the 

classification include ‘moderate’ for fish, ‘good’ for invertebrates and 

‘moderate’ for phosphates. Interestingly, the river is classed as “supports 

good” for its hydrological supporting elements, yet the reach visited had 

clearly been subject to very extensive past realignment and was reported 

to have suffered during the recent extended drought periods. Both reaches 

of the river are effectively failing under their WFD potentials. 

The club stocks annually with up to 250 fish of ~30cm. The fish are 

introduced to the lower river where the pools are larger and possibly easier 

to fish. The introduction of large numbers of stock fish into a relatively small 

river will be adversely affecting the wild population of brown trout. 

Competition will arise for food, feeding lies and shelter, and the natural 

balance of the population structure will be upset by the addition of a large 

number of fish all seeking similar resources. 

Stocking a river that supports a wild population already often has negative 

consequences in the long-term. Young wild trout not only have to establish 

their hierarchical place within the wild population but also contend with a 

disproportionately high number of large stock fish which introduce more 

competition for food and space and have a tendency to prey upon the 

smaller fish. Thus, natural recruitment and the ability of a river to support 

a natural trout population is compromised. it would be beneficial for 

members to provide catch returns so that the contribution of stocked fish 

to catches can be assessed. This river has great potential to support a wild 

fishery given the habitat present. The club should aspire to reduce the 

numbers of stocked fish with a target to cease. The production of greater 

numbers of wild fish may result in sea trout returning to the Fynn again.  

 

3.0 Habitat Assessment 

Starting at the downstream end of the fishery (TM2510647423), the river 

is between 4m to 5m wide, with shallow gravel riffles, glides and sweeping 

meanders with deep pools. The bank tops are dominated by coarse 

vegetation including nettles, hogweed and comfrey – all plants indicating 

nutrient enrichment from the spreading of dredged material. Because of 

the past dredging the river channel is now incised (pic 1).  
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In-channel vegetation is dominated by water crowfoot. Branched bur reed 

is present but generally confined to the margins. An area of bank erosion 

has occurred this winter but was not viewed as problem. The erosion is 

supplying fine material (clay and loam) to the river with few gravel 

particles. Erosion is a natural process as the river adjusts to differing flow 

rates. In this instance the erosion is allowing for a more gradual incline to 

water (pic 2) which is ultimately beneficial to plant diversity, which in turn 

results in greater invertebrate diversity. 

It became apparent that the vegetated berms associated with this series of 

meanders (TM2509147408) resulted from in-channel work delivered by the 

Environment Agency (EA) ~5 years ago. Constructed brash berms have 

enhanced channel sinuosity and provide areas of fine sediment 

entrainment.  

 
Pic 1 – Banks are steep (incised) and dominated by coarse vegetation. Fine sediment 

deposition is usually expected on the inside of a meander, but in this instance it is 
minimal (red oval). 
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Pic 2 – Note the vegetated berm established on the inside of the meander from sediment 

entrainment. Inset pic – the remains of a hazel faggot within marginal vegetation. 
 

The use of brash berms has been successful in creating areas of marginal 

vegetation which trails over the water. The trailing vegetation will increase 

the availability of lies for fish, ultimately increasing the carrying capacity of 
the fishery. The enhanced sinuosity through this pair of meanders has 

resulted in a riffle between pools. The riffle contains deep uncompacted 

gravel; inspection of which revealed it to contain a very high proportion of 

fine sediment (pic 3). It is doubtful that brown trout could spawn 

successfully within the gravel in its current condition (or, if fish did, the 
number of fry emerging from the gravel would be low, but possibly just 

enough to sustain a small natural population). Gravel jetting could provide 

a short-term fix to the high sediment content but the transport of fine 

sediment down the catchment should be addressed as a sustainable 
solution. 
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Pic 3 – Gravel containing a high volume of fine sediment reduces its suitability for 

successful trout spawning. Inset – the gravel is uncompacted and available to be moved 
by spawning fish. 

 

Opposing flow deflectors are present at the head of the pool at 

TM2507947393. Whilst they may have functioned properly when first 

installed, they have become degraded and are now less effective. The 

maintenance of these structures should be undertaken using larger pieces 

of timber to give better results and greater durability. The right bank 

deflector could be omitted, this would push flow in a circular motion as it 

enters the pool. This would aid scour of the entire pool rather than trying 

to focus flow in the centre.  

The continuation of the brash berms was noted; they had entrained a high 

volume of sand. There is a short length of concrete walling which provides 

little in the way of cover, but could have brash/tree limbs fixed in front of 

it as a habitat enhancement.  
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Pic 4 – The replacement of the flow deflector (shown as the cylinder) should be 

undertaken to push flow into the pool in circular flow motion. 

 
At TM2505847400 a fallen tree is present in the river (pic 5). Some minor 

branch lopping has been undertaken, but it was pleasing to see the tree 

largely unchanged. In future, branches that require removal should be 

retained and pushed back amongst the fallen tree to increase cover at water 
level, or as has happened in this instance, place the cut material on an 

evolving brash berm.  

 

Fallen trees, large branches and stems are collectively referred to as large 
woody material (LWM). The presence of LWM is extremely important within 

a river. It increases the available surface area on to which algae will grow 

and undertake photosynthesis, thus initiating nutrient cycling. The algae 

can also become a source of food for invertebrates thus increasing the total 

biomass that a river can support. LWM can also provide underwater cover, 
offering protection for fish against predators. Furthermore, the flow 

deflection and scour produced by fallen timber will aid natural bed scour 

and sediment transport. All fallen LWM should be retained in-channel. 
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Pic 5 – A welcome fallen tree retained in river providing a host of ecological benefits. 

 

This reach of river (TM2500747451) has been subject to recent tree 

clearance with a large volume of cut material piled on the bank. This should 

not be burnt as it presents an excellent source of woody material for future 

in-channel work (suitable for replacement flow deflectors).  

Whilst tree clearance may provide greater riverside access, removal of the 

canopy is likely to allow branched bur reed to colonise greater lengths of 

the river, especially given the overwide channel and poor flow diversity. 

This reach of river could be subject to similar improvements to those 

delivered downstream. 

This reach also contained degraded flow deflectors (pic 7). Their 

replacement with upstream facing deflectors formed from large logs will aid 

channel sinuosity and may combat excessive bur reed growth. Large 

tethered-trees should also be considered as deflectors due to their inherent 
naturalness. Alternating deflectors would be the preferred array, to 

increase the flow sinuosity, rather than constraining it to the centre of the 

channel. Refer to Appendix for illustrations on how to use flow deflectors 

and LWM to benefit river habitats. 
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Pic 6 – With the tree canopy reduced more light will reach the river, this is likely to 

encourage the stand of bur reed to grow out into the river. 

 

 
Pic 7 – A flow deflector has degraded leaving this reach featureless. It should be 

replaced (or replaced by a tethered tree) and further features added at, and below, 
water level. 
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The first long riffle was observed at TM2498147477. It provides a suitable 

spawning site for brown trout, but egg survival may be compromised by 

the high sediment content within the gravel. 

The riffle is about 10m long with a uniform shallow bed. It lacks cover at 

water level. More cover would enable fish to find protection when spawning 

and feeding. At present the riffle is a harsh environment for a fish to 

traverse if being chased by a predator or migrating. The marginal willow 

stems (pic 8) could be partially cut (hinge-cut) to drop the woody material 

to water level. The stems would provide cover and being willow, may strike 

roots aiding fine sediment entrainment. 

 
Pic 8 – Marginal willow stems could be cut to trail in the water, increasing cover. 

 

Stone turning within the riffle revealed a very high number of cased caddis 

(pic 9). Also present, were good numbers of Gammarus shrimp and mayfly 

larvae. These aquatic invertebrates represent important food items for fish 

and their abundance is encouraging. 
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Pic 9 – The river contains good numbers of aquatic invertebrates. 

 

The opposite bank (the true right bank) is outside the control of the angling 
club. It is reinforced by a casual mix of scaffold poles and failing sheeting 

(pic 10). The bank reinforcement is unsightly and does nothing for 

biodiversity. Any influence that the club can have upon this landowner to 

use more sensitive approaches would be good. Some methods used may 
require an EA permit. 

 

 
Pic 10 – Poor quality bank protection does little to enhance the setting of the river. 
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Another long rifle is present at TM2500847512 (pic 11). Again, it offers 

spawning opportunities, and the mid-channel island increases habitat cover 
for fry and parr. The riffle could be further enhanced through the addition 

of fixed LWM to increase cover availability and local scour. 

 

 
Pic 11 – The habitat value of this riffle is improved by vegetation and depth variation. 

 

A wide pool favoured for fishing is present at TM2502147523 (pic 12). The 

pool offers little in the way of cover with no obvious underwear LWM to hold 

wild fish. Any fish chased by a predator would have few places to hide. This 

pool may be a favoured fishing location due to the depth and slow flow 
presenting conditions that hold the stock fish. More cover would promote 

use of the pool by wild fish alleviating the requirement for fish stocking. 
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Pic 12 – This pool is relatively devoid of cover. 

 

Upstream of the railway line, degraded opposing flow deflectors are present 

at TM2497147635 (pic 13). The deflectors may be combined with brash 

berms (hence the extensive marginal bur reed but open channel). These 

features are sustaining an open channel and create habitat diversity. 

Maintenance of the deflectors is recommended. 

 
Pic 13 – A pair of flow deflectors are present and maintain a pool (red circle). 
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At TM2492447700 a willow tree showed signs of past management to 

remove limbs (pic 14). In instances like this tree-hinging would have been 

a better approach as the limbs could have been partially cut and positioned 

at water level increasing low cover. 

 
Pic 14 – A willow tree with some limbs removed (red circles). The limbs could have been 

hinge-cut to provide valuable low and/or trailing cover at water level. 
 

It was reported that the river has been subject to disturbance in recent 

years as a consequence of electric cables being buried (which take power 

from off-shore wind turbines). Silt had come off the adjacent land, and, as 

part of completion work, the river was subject to partial desilting. That 

desilting has been undertaken in a sensitive manner with no gravel or 

cobbles lifted from the bed, and the stand of bur reed has a sinuous channel 

through it (pic 15). 

At the upstream end of this reach is an over-wide double arch culvert taking 

the A12 over the river. Due to the over-wide form of the culvert a great 

deal of sediment has settled on the riverbed. There is little that can be done 

without full agreement of the Highways Agency. It is considered best to 

focus on more achievable tasks at present. 
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Pic 15 – Recent desilting has left a sinuous channel through the bur reed. 

 

Upstream of the A12 the river has been realigned. Historical maps show 

that some meanders were straightened before the 1950s, whilst more 

recent work was associated with the creation of the A12. Unfortunately, the 

river upstream for ~170m has been protected by wire mesh fixed to the 

riverbed and its banks (pic 16). This form of scour protection is no longer 

widely used as it holds the channel in a fixed position which the river 

ultimately works against. The lack of scour results in a fast glides resulting 

in a homogeneous channel depth and cross section. Consequently, the 

reach contains no pools. Coarse sediment transport through the reach can 

be expected to be poor as material is held in place by the mesh. Gravel 

supply to the downstream riffles is extremely important in terms of their 

long-term sustainability; any material eroded away needs to be replaced 

by new material transported downstream, otherwise channel incision will 

take place. 

For ~170m the river is a relatively rapid glide until the impact of tree fall 

comes into effect (pic 17). As trees mature, they are becoming susceptible 

to wind-blow, and as their root plates are lifting, they are pulling the wire 

mesh from the riverbed. This is unsightly and may present a hazard to 

wildlife, but it is at least bringing about some long overdue bedform 

diversity which may initiate bed scour and sediment transport, allowing 

some degree of pool and riffle sequence to evolve. Ultimately the mesh will 

need to be removed. 
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Pic 16 – The riverbed and its banks are lined with wire mesh to protect against scour. 

 

 
Pic 17 – As riparian alders start to topple they are lifting the wire mesh. This will allow 

the river to become geomorphically active once again. 
 

Upstream of the farm bridge at TM2463647827, the river has a more 

natural channel form once again with a deep pool after a riffle (pic 18). Tall 

riparian trees (mainly common alder) cast shade over the river and prevent 
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dominance by bur reed. In addition to the cooling shade cast by the trees, 

they will be harbouring large numbers of invertebrates which may fall on 

to the river to become food for fish. The balance of riparian trees is better 

upstream of the A12 than it was downstream. Tree-lined banks also aid 

bank stability, with undercut banks providing excellent fish cover. 

 
Pic 18 – An alder tree casts shade over a pool. 

 

A short distance upstream, the river has been significantly narrowed by 

alder tree roots growing out from both banks (pic 19; see also pic 17). 

Alder roots provide excellent cover for aquatic invertebrates and fish. By 

resisting flow, they help to retain a narrow channel width, often pushing 

flow down against the bed to initiate scour and create depth. This tree-lined 

reach provides some excellent trout habitat and no interventions need be 

undertaken. 
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Pic 19 – Submerged alder tree roots provide excellent trout habitat. 

 

Upstream of the confluence with the River Lark (TM2446247837), it was 

apparent that further realignment has occurred, and it was most probably 

combined with dredging. These straightened reaches tend to devoid of 

trees, consequently they have excessive bur reed growth (pic 20). The 

uniform channel profile has removed flow diversity reducing the river’s 

ability to scour vegetation and sediment. The sediment is providing optimal 

conditions for bur reed growth. The problem of excessive plant growth can 

only be addressed through the restoration of channel alignment, bed raising 

with coarse material and tree planting; effectively re-building the small 

meandering stream that it once was. 

An interesting contrast is provided in reaches which have not been 

realigned. Here the river is still wide, tree-lined and has bedform variation 

which aids fine sediment transport (pic 21). 
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Pic 20 – Bur reed dominates in the channel which has been realigned and dredged. 

 

 
Pic 21 – The natural river course still retains a variable bedform, and tree-lined 

meanders control the dominance of in-channel vegetation. 
 

Just upstream of the Lark confluence (TM2445347827) dying vegetation 

was noted on the left bank (pic 22). It is suspected that herbicide has been 

applied to control vegetation. This is undesirable as it removes cover and 

should be regulated by the EA to avoid harm to the water environment. 

Any concern at this activity (such as the area being completely devoid of 
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vegetation come summer) should be reported to the EA on their incident 

reporting line: 0800 807060. 

 
Pic 22 – Possible use of herbicide showing as dead vegetation (red ovals). 

 

Given the tree-lined nature of the channel, it was surprising not to observe 

significant amounts of in-river LWM such as debris dams and fallen trees. 

Whilst not every part of the river was seen, only 2 notable debris dams 

were found (pic 23). 

Accumulations of woody material are extremely important in small streams 

as they act to slow the flow of water, especially the peak of water in floods. 

Less “flashy” rivers offer more stable environments aiding aquatic life, 

including trout whose fry can be washed-out in floods. Debris dams can 

also retain water in droughts and may be considered to be ecologically 

equivalent to reefs, providing a huge range of niches for plants and animals. 

They rarely present complete barriers to fish migration as water will always 

force its way around or beneath, if not over. Fallen woody material should 

not be removed from the channel unless proven as an unacceptable flood 

risk.  
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Pic 23 – Debris dams are an important natural feature of rivers and should be retained. 

This example may prevent fishing at this location, but opportunities upstream and 
downstream will be greater because of its presence.  

 

The visit ended at the approximate upstream end of the fishery 

(TM2361947520, pic 24). 

 

 
Pic 24 – The approximate end of the fishery looking upstream. 
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4.0 Recommendations 

The previously installed habitat enhancement measures including brash 

berms and deflectors have shown positive benefits to the river and a 

scheme in partnership with WTT could extend the work. Some of those 

features now require maintenance or replacement. The pile of woody 

material upon the bank in the lower fishery could be utilised for in-channel 

work. 

The river contains riffles suitable for trout to spawn upon, but their quality 

is degraded by the high fine sediment content. Increasing the degree of 

scour over some riffles may cleanse fine sediment from them. Gravel jetting 
could provide a short-term fix. However, reducing the input of fine sediment 

to the river (through better land management) should be achieved as a 

sustainable solution. 

 
Upper parts of the river, where the meanders cut through woodland, exhibit 

good wild trout habitat. Whilst these reaches may be challenging to fish, 

little intervention in terms of habitat is needed. These upper reaches should 

be viewed as wild trout habitat and should not be threatened by introduced 

stock fish. 
 

The river has the capacity to support wild trout. The average size of wild 

trout from this relatively small river are likely to be of smaller size than the 
introduced stock fish and anglers’ expectations should be managed to 

better appreciate that natural carrying capacity. However, promoting a wild 

fishery is likely to increase and stabilise the total number of trout that the 

fishery supports over the longer-term – rather than the boom and bust of 

stocked fish which leave or perish post stocking. The club should cease 
stocking. 

 

Whilst the river generally supports a good mix of trees, there are straighter 

reaches which are devoid of trees. Tree planting on these reaches may 
control excessive in-channel vegetation. 

 

Fallen woody material should be left in-river to create habitat and flow 

diversity. If material needs to be moved, then it should be fixed within the 
margins. To enhance habitat for trout, and to optimise the low-flow 

channel, LWM could be added to the river by the following means:  

• Brash berms (pic 25): provide complex cover at, and below, water 

level. Brash from tree thinning is pinned against the bank in 

alternating directions of increasing stem thickness, and is securely 

wired down or held with battens. The brash lattice provides niches for 

invertebrates and small fish, aids silt entrainment and provides a 

rooting substrate for plants to establish. In time (~3yrs), the brash 

berm will become a vegetated berm if exposed to full sunlight. 

Vegetated berms can also help to address bank erosion. 
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Pic 25 – A brash berm created following tree work.  

 

• Flow deflectors: these features are used to increase flow diversity. 

They can be simple log deflectors (pic 26) or tethered tree stems. 

The complex flow they create results in bed scour, depth cover, 

sediment sorting and sediment transport.  

 

 
Pic 26 - A flow deflector used to focus flow and scour into the centre of a river. 
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• Tree-hinging would be a simple first approach to managing the tree 

stock whilst providing cover at water level (pic 27). Trees (large or 
small) are cut to produce an effect similar to hedge laying. Species 

such as willow and hazel respond particularly well. Laying retains a 

living hinge that secures the cut stem to the tree stump. With the 

tree-top laid at water level, it provides excellent over-head cover, 
flow deflection and, if beneath the surface, increased habitat for 

aquatic invertebrates and cover for fish from predators.  

 

 
Pic 28 - Tree hinging, a simple and effective technique for increasing cover. 

 

Upstream of the A12 the river has been realigned and the riverbed is 

protected by wire mesh. The mesh is stopping natural processes from 

taking place, but is now becoming degraded due to tree fall lifting it from 

the riverbed. The club may should initiate dialogue with the landowner 

(most probably the Highways Agency) to see how the failing mesh can be 

removed. Support from the EA and the local catchment partnership would 

be useful. 

Many other parts of the river have been realigned and the unnatural 

channel form now causes sediment transport problems, poor floodplain 

connectivity and excessive in-channel vegetation. The ideal situation would 

be to restore the river to is former course if it could be identified. If a former 

channel cannot be established then it may be possible (though lengthy 

landowner negotiation) to cut a new channel that allows the river to flow 

as it should do. 

 



27 
 

5.0 Making it Happen 

 
It is a legal requirement that works to a Main River like the Fynn require an 

Environmental Permit from the Environment Agency prior to their 

implementation, either in-channel or within 8 metres of the bank. 

 
The Wild Trout Trust can provide further assistance in the following ways: 

• Walking the river to river to undertake project scoping, followed by 

the production of a Project Proposal report. 

• Assisting with the preparation and submission of an Environmental 
Permit, or by identifying appropriate exemptions to take forward 

small-scale habitat improvement works. 

• Running training days to demonstrate the techniques described in 

this proposal. 
 

We have produced a 70-minute DVD called ‘Rivers: Working for Wild Trout’ 

which graphically illustrates the challenges of managing river habitat for 

wild trout, with examples of good and poor habitat and practical 

demonstrations of habitat improvement. Additional sections of film cover 
key topics in greater depth, such as woody material, enhancing fish stocks 

and managing invasive species.  

 

The DVD is available to buy for £10.00 from our website shop 
www.wildtrout.org/shop/products/rivers-working-for-wild-trout-dvd or by 

calling the WTT office on 02392 570985. 

 

The WTT website library has a wide range of materials in video and PDF 
format on habitat management and improvement: 

www.wildtrout.org/content/library  
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7.0 Disclaimer 

 

This report is produced for guidance; no liability or responsibility for any 

loss or damage can be accepted by the Wild Trout Trust as a result of any 
other person, company or organisation acting, or refraining from acting, 

upon guidance made in this report. Accordingly, no liability or responsibility 

for any loss or damage can be accepted by the Wild Trout Trust as a result 

http://www.wildtrout.org/shop/products/rivers-working-for-wild-trout-dvd
http://www.wildtrout.org/content/library
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of any other person, company or organisation acting, or refraining from 

acting, upon comments made in this report. 
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8.0 Appendix - illustrations on how to use flow deflectors and 

LWM to benefit river habitats. 
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