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Trinity River near Lewiston (RM 112.0) circa 1960,
prior to the construction of TRD. Note alternate bar
sequences and extensive floodplain
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Flow Evaluation Study.
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Effects of Trinity and Lewiston Dams

on channel morpholegy and fish
habitat

Riparian berms

at low flows

E * along channel marging
E\ : |‘ ;:“i / A
|

Salmonid fry require

clean exposed cobble gravel
channel margins with low
water velocity
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Trinity River Record of
DeC I §6||de the Preferred
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restore the Trnity River
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TRRP Channel Restoration
Objective: Development of
Complex Channel and Floodplain
Habitats
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Record of Decision Flow
Regimes

Record of Decision Annual Discharge Hydrographs for Each Water Year Type
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Trinity River Science
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TMAG Role

The TMAG Is a team of interdisciplinary.
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Science Advisory Board

& Overall review and recommendations relative to
the science aspects ofi the Trinity River
Restoration Program te the Thnity: Management
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Flow Release Summary.
Report
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Comparison of Water Temperatures of the Trinity River at Weitchpec (RM 0.1) in 2002
and the Water Temperature Criteria of the Record of Decision
USFWS- Arcata

Catch numbers

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31
Julian Week

Water Temperature (C)

SIS S &
AR S N
&£ (0\@

VR Y VR AR VR I A R A
F & & § g g & & & §

GO SR USROS S
& & U S G
& & &8 & &5

Q ™
v v
NS $
“ o

Hourly Flow (cfs)

—e— Trinity R. (RM 0.1) = = Critically Dry and Dry Year Criteria Normal and Wetter Year Type Criteria

0 —
4/24/02 5/4/02 5/14/02 5/24/02 6/3/02 6/13/02 6/23/02
Date

— Flow near Lewiston — ROD Normal Year




0
=
=
O
&
=
O
%
=
®
=
I
=
-
-
<

D
o
>
T
—
«
D
-
i
D
-~
=
T
=
il
o
“—
Lo =
o S
« >
= —
=> &
o —
— [3+3
= =
= o=
I o
ety @
n =
« [
et} =
o R = Skt e Slen O i = =
~—

=
o
—
(72]
=
=y
S D R Y . e e o R i e
] i i i 1 I i
pers I I | | I
= I I I l I
= I I I | I
ey I | | | |

I I I | I
E I | | I I
1 | | | I I
o | | | | | =
o | | | | | | W
D | I | | | b
o I I | I I

I I | I |

I | I I I

I I | | |

I | I I I

I I I | I

I I | | I =

b=l = =l = =l = == = == = == = == S | e - - ! -+ S =

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I I I | <

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I I | |

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I | | |

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I I | I

I I | I I I I I I | | I | I | | I

I I | I I I I I I | | | I I | I I

I I | I I I I I I | | I | I I | I

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I | I | 3

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I | I | e =

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I | I | —

I I | I I I I I I | | | I | I | I

I I | I I I I I I | | I | I I | |

I I | I I I I I I | | I | I I I |

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I | | I

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I I I I

I I | I I I I I I | | I I I | | |

I I | I I I I I I | | | I I | I I =

| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | e

o o o o o o o (=3 o o o o o o o o o o o u

(=3 o o o o (=3 (=3 (=3 o o (=3 o o o =3 o o (=3

o o [=3 Lo o Y2} [=3 0 o 0 o 0 (=1 [¥el o n o (¥e)

(=2} [se] [se] ~ ~ =} o (Yol n < A o o o~ ~N ~ i

|




Stream Gage Review and
Assessment
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Bank Rehabilitation Design
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Comprehensive Monitoring
Framework and Resource

ASSessments
¢ Determine current condition; ofi monitoering
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Riparian Baseline Mapping and
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TAMWG Participation ldeas

¢ lechnical Working Greups
¢ FEleld trips/design meetings

¢ Research & Vienitoring Prorities
\Werkshops
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