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ABSTRACT

Lyons Ferry Hatchery operated in its fourth full vear with two stocks of
steelhead and one stock of rainbow trout from the 1985 and 1986 brood years. A
total of 827,548 steelhead smolts weighing 148, 723 dpounds were released in 19886,
and 922, 687 steelhead smolts weighing 168, 715 pounds in 1987 into the Snake,
Grande Ronde, Walla Walla, Touchet and Tucannon Rivers and Asotin and Mill
Creeks of Washington and the Wallowa River of Oregon. Smolts averaged 5.5 and
5.5 fish/pound for 1986 and 1987 respectively. 4 total of 253,951 rainbow trout
weighing 86,548 pounds in 1986 and 203,772 rainbow trout weighing 71,614 pounds
were planted into 42 different lakes and streams in southeastern Washington.
This production level rgpresented 103% and 85% of 9§0&1 for the two years
respectively., Decreased production of trout in 1987 was due to disease losses
at the Tucapnon Hatchery. Trout averaged 2.9 fish/pound in 1986 and 2.85
Ffish/pound in 1947.

Twelve study groups of steelhead totalling 243,081 fish in 1956 and 11
g‘roups totalling 243,144 fish in 1987 were co ed—wire—tag’ged, fin cI_u]?ped and
randed as part of catch contribution and return rate studies Yor evaluating

stock success. An additional 95,589 and 92,570 fish in 1986 and 1957
respectively were brand only warked for release by the Fish Passage Center as
part of their smolt travel rate and survival study on the lower Spake River.
Tag loss for all groz?s was between (.11-1.5% for the two yvears. Brand loss

averaged 2.0% (5D=0.74) in 1986 and 3.65% (Sp=2.11) in 1987.

Smolt emigration went well both years. Curl Lake conditi oning pond
continues te show signs excessive residualism and retarded smoltification,

- Possibly due to cold water temperatures. Estimates of the smolt passage Index
p.I.) at Snake and Columbia River dams indicated similar smolt performance in
956 and 1987 to other years, however, average daily migration rates increased

significantly in 1987. ~ Lyons Ferry Hatchery stock = fis. released Iinto the
Tucannon . passed Mcﬂfagv Dam in greater numbers than any previous release.
KWild smolts were trapped during both springs on Asotin an 7 Charlie Creeks and
the Tucannon River. Smolt trappﬂ}g was copducted on Asotin, SF Asotin, Charlie
and Cottonwood creeks and on the Tucannon River. Average wild smolt size for
these streams was between 156-166 mm. Peak smolt emigration occurred in April

- but substantial Jparr emigration appears to be occurring between December and

March. Most wild smolts were age 2+ with legsser numbers of 1+ and 3+ fish also.

Our traps did not capture hatchery smolts well.

Escapement of adults from tagged groups to above Lower Granite Dam was
between 0.23 and 1.58% of release for a gingle return year. Escapement of
individual groups into the lpra.)ect area (sbove Lower Granite Dam) since 1983 has
been between 0.70% and 1.51% of release for an entire three year return cycle.
Wallowa stock fish returned in the ratio of 55% I-ocean to 45% Z2-gcean adults.
Aver% fork length for I-ocean and Z2-ocean ?_ge Wallowa stock fish was 58.6cm
and 7Z.3cm respectively. The Zone 6 treaty indian gillnet fishery and the Spake
Rg Vefhspgrt fishery continue to be the major harvestors of Lyon’s Ferry released
steelhead.

Fopulation densities of juvenile salmonid fish in the compensation plan
streams showed same changes over 1981-84 densities. General incresses in
populations occurred throughout much of the sampling area. These increases may
or may not be due to increased spawning escapement of steelhead planted from the
hatchery. Residual steelhead smolts are larger than most resident Juveniles and
have become a predominate populations sector in some stream areas. They are
believed to be competing for available food and space. The residual smolts are
also coptributing to the resident trout fishery.

Redd counils were conducted on 26.5 miles of the Tucapnon River and 22.7
miles of Asotin Creek during the spring of 1986; and on 30.4 and 34.1 miles of
the Tucannon and Touchet rivers, respectively, and 19.5 miles of Asotin Cr. in
1987. Redd densities were genecrally greater in 1957 except for the Charliie Cr,
and SF Asotin Cr. areas that had operational adult migrant traps. We believe
our lraps restricted immigration and will not be used in 1988 to allow us to
assess increased escapement without restrictions.

Adult trapping occurred on Charlie, SF Asotin and Cottonwood creeks and
allowed use to measure escapement, redds per adult and characterize the spawning
runs in these streams.
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INTRODUCTION

Evaluation Project Summary

This is the fourth report by the Washington Department of
Wildlife concerning Lyons Ferry Hatchery, a new steelhead
production facility, located at BM 58 on the Snake River. The
reporting period for this report is 1 April 1986 through 31 June
1987. There were, however, activities performed outside of these
dates that are essential parts of the data reported here. :

Refinements to the evaluation project are continuing. The
1986 proposal as submitted to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(FWS) (Appendix A) served as a guideline for our field activities.
The list of objectives and tasks within the proposal served as a
reference point for us to determine our progress in the evaluation
project for the year.

We continue to collect tags from our tag release groups to
determine adult steelhead contribution to Compensation Plan and
other harvest areas. The data are very encouraging now that we
have essentially complete recoveries from three release years. We
can describe the time of return, size at age for returning fish,
smolt to adult survival to the project area and contributions to
various Columbia Basin fisheries for one steelhead stock we have
used,

Compensation Program Description

The steelhead trout/resident fish portion of the LSRCP as
administered by the WDW for the State of Washington was based on
two essential criteria; 1) anadromous steelhead losses attributable
to hydroelectric dam construction on the Snake River amounting to
4,656 adult fish destined for Washington, and, 2) resident
fisheries for rainbow trout, smallmouth bass, sturgeon, channel
catfish and crappie were diminished by 67,500 angler days of
recreation annually. These criteria were the basis for designing
hatchery facilities capable of producing sufficient steelhead
smolts at 8 fish/1b to return 4,656 adults back to the project
area, and additionally, 93,000 pounds of catchable size (3 fish/1lb)
rainbow trout to offset the losses to resident fisheries.

Lyons Ferry hatchery was constructed to produce 116,400 pounds of
steelhead smolts and 45,000 pounds of legal rainbow trout, and the
Tucannon hatchery was repaired and updated to produce 41,000 pounds
of legal rainbow and to aid in the propagation of spring chinook
salmon for the Washington Department of Fisheries (WDF). The
remaining 7,000 pounds of catchable rainbow were foregone in-lien
of improving instream habitat in various streams in southeastern
Washington.



Washington Department of Wildlife personnel developed program
objectives that will guide our efforts at achieving the
compensation plan goals of replacing lost populations and angler
opportunity. These are general guidelines that are compatible with
WDW long term management goals for both anadromous and resident
trout. A more detailed summation of our approach to achieve the
goal was provided in the 1984 annual report (Schuck & Mendel, 1986)
and has not changed significantly. Brief comments are provided to
explain the goals (Appendix A) and facilities (Appendix B).

METHODS

Hatchery Operation Momitoring

Juvenile Growth

There were no changes in our methods of sampling growth
rates during the production year or in sampling the smolts prior
to release in the spring. A detailed description of the sampling
is available in our 1983 Annual Report (Schuck, 1985).

Fish Marking Programs

Three types of marking programs were accomplished this year for
specific purposes. 1) We adipose clipped all the production fish
for the 1986 release. These fish were marked to designate them as
hatchery produced and available for harvest in selective fisheries
upen return as adults. 2) Coded-wire tagged (cwt) fish were
released for specific contribution and return rate studies
pertinent to Lyons Ferry production, conditioning pond release
operation end to help assess progress toward achieving mitigation
goals. Group sizes were set in blocks of 20,000 fish or multiples
thereof to fully utilize raceway space while the fish are held
after marking. Tagged fish for the 1986 and 1987 release years
were left ventral fin clipped (LV) to indicate the presence of a
cwt. 3) All cwt fish received a nitrogen freeze brand to allow
easy identification of migrating smolts and returning adults
without sacrificing the fish. Additional groups of fish released
for juvenile emigration timing studies by the Fish Passage Center
received only a brand. ‘

The WDW contracted with Washington Dept. of Fisheries (WDF) to
conduct’ our marking and tagging program. Tagging and branding were
conducted during February, -in 1986 and 1987 for the respective
release years. Adipose clipping was accomplished during August of
the preceding year for each release, just prior to their transfer
into the large rearing ponds. Tag loss was determined as in 1985
(Schuck and Mendel, 1987). Tag codes and brands are reported to the
Pacific Marine Fishery Commission for publication in their annual
report.

Fish at Release

A majority of our fish this yeér were hauled by truck to one



of the conditioning ponds, reared from 4-7 weeks, then allowed to
emigrate into stream systems. This was our 2nd and 3rd year for
using the remote ponds at Curl Lk. and Cottoawood, respectively,
and our first year (spring 1987) using the Dayton CP. These fish
were sampled for length, weight, condition factor (K), descaling
and precocious males at the time they exited the conditioning
ponds. Fish released directly into river systems from the
transport trucks were sampled at the hatchery prior to release as
in previous years.

All fish were loaded into trucks using a Neilson brand fish
pump. Total numbers of fish planted in a stream were determined by
one of two methods: 1) When groups of fish had been tagged and
enumerated, this number minus any mortality since tagging was
multiplied by average weights from samples to determine total
pounds of fish planted; 2) Un-tagged fish were volumetrically
weighed by water displacement when trucked out of the hatchery.

The average number of fish/pound from samples was then used to
determine total numbers prlanted.

Hatchery Smoilt Emigration

We assessed smolt survival throughout their migration from
samples collected and expanded at the Snake and Columbia River dams
by National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and Fish Pagssage Center
(FPC) personnel. The fish passage index (P.I.) estimates at the
dams are based on the assumption that tagged (cwt) and/or branded
Juveniles collected and sampled are representative of the entire
release. Also, the P.I. for the tagged and /or branded groups is
not an estimate of total survival for fish passing that point. The
P.I. is a figure developed by FPC personnel to provide a "relative"
indicator of passage success within and between years. Total 7
survival would be higher than the P.I. for any particular year, but
it is more difficult to obtain and less accurate because it is
highly dependent on daily spill and guidance efficiency et the
dams. Data are available from samples taken at Lower Granite,
-Lower Monumental, McNary and John Day dams.

Adult Steelhead Returns To Project Area

Passage at Dawms and Characteristics of Adults

The National Marine Fishery Service monitors adult passage at
Bonneville, McNary and Lower Granite Dams (Slatick, 1985;
Gilbreath, 1985; Jerry Harmon, NMFS, personal comm., 1986). Adults
coming into their traps were sampled for marks and the information,
along with sample rates when available, was provided to us. Metal
jaw tags were placed on some returning adult steelhead at both
Bonneville and Lower Granite Dams. These jaw tags helped to track
movement of the fish following their handling at the dams and
determine the percentage taken in sport fisheries, or returning to
the hatchery or other release sites.



Returns to Lyon’s Ferry Haichery

We examined all steelhead for marks that entered the hatchery
ladder and trap during the fall of 1986 and spring of 1987. The
ladder was open only part of the period when steelhead were
migrating past the hatchery and could have entered the trap. All
captured fish were retained until the spring of 1987 when they were

sorted for spawning purposes. Fish that were identified as
destined for upstream hatcheries and injured males were returned to
the river. All other fish were retained.

Returns to Other Locations

Trapping

A temporary wooden frame weir and box traps (similar to
designs by Conlin and Tutty 1979) were constructed on Charlie Creek
during the spring seasons of 1986 and 1987 to cbtain data about
returning adult wild steelhead and juvenile out-migrants in
southeast Washington. Charlie Creek was selected because it is a
small stream with relatively constant discharge and little or no
history of hatchery steelhead influence. We had several objectives
for the adult trapping; 1) obtain sex ratios of returning wild
steelhead, 2) estimate mean length and weight of wild fish by sex,
3) determine run timing, 4) estimate total run size, 5) analyze
scales to determine freshwater and ocean ages, 6) compare run size
(and total females) and redd counts to estimate redds per female,
and 7) assess the relationship between wild adult escapement and
juvenile out-migrant production.

We collected data concerning stream conditions as well as
conditions of all fish that we captured {(Appendices C & D). Adult
steelhead captured in the upstream trap were marked by punching a
hole in the right opercle with a paper punch, while adults captured
above the weir or in the smolt trap were marked on the left
opercle, as an attempt to keep track of how many fish were seen
more than once.

Also, the South Fork Asotin Cr. was selected for trapping to
supplement the adult steelhead sampling on Charlie Creek. We knew
from spawning surveys that the S. Fork had good steelhead runs that
could provide a larger sample of adults than was available on
Charlie Creek, and that the stream was small enocugh to be feasible
to trap. The objectives were similar to those for Charlie Creek.

The trap consisted of a wooden trap box and weir similar to
that used for adults in Charlie Creek. We selected a trap site
that was located 0.2 miles sbove the "Forks Bridge” (0.15 mile
above the mouth) and about 100ft. below our lowest habitat
improvement site. We collected the same adult steelhead data as on.
Charlie Creek (Appendix D). The trap was checked daily unless
little steelhead activity occurred, then it was checked every
second or third day. We installed and calibrated a staff gauge and
maximum—minimum thermometer just below the trap.



We attempted to count adult steelhead migrating through
upper Asotin Creek during the spring of 1986. The objectives and
techniques were much the same as in 1985 (Schuck and Mendel 1987),
However, we moved the counting site upstream (just below the
confluence of the N. and S. forks of Asotin Creek), to be above
most sources of turbid spring runoff, and installed white
"Herculite" fabric on the stream bottom to improve visibility for
counting migrating steelhead. The fabric was held in place with
large rocks and angle-iron Just upstream of the bridge. A 4’x 8°
wooden fence, attached to steel fence posts, connected the fabric
to each bank to narrow the stream to approximately 25 ft wide.
Half days (6 hrs) during daylight were selected at random for
counting from the bridge. Counts consisted of 20 minutes, followed
by a 10 minute break.

An intake dam and screen diverts water from Cottonwood Creek
a short distance upstream from its confluence with the Grande Ronde
River to provide water for operation of the Cottonwood CP for
imprinting hatchery steelhead smolts. During the spring of 1985 it
was noticed that downstream migrant steelhead were being trapped on
the screen, where they had to be removed and taken to the Grande
Ronde River for release. We decided in 1986 to use this structure
to trap downstream migrants and adult steelhead to provide us datsa
regarding steelhead in a tributary within the Grande Ronde River
Basin.

The objectives for trapping were much the same as for Charlie
Creek and Asotin Creek. The intake screen was modified to keep
adult and juvenile migrants alive, either on the screen or in a
fenced pool just below it. The intake screen was checked for fish
daily and captured fish were examined and measured as on Charlie
Creek.

Spawning Ground Surveys

Individual sections of the Touchet and Tucannon Rivers and
Asotin Creek were walked to count redds, adults and carcasses. The
sections were delineated by road miles, and later some areas were
converted into actual river miles taken from U.5.G.S. aerial
photographs. Peak spawning period was determined by walking each
stream at 2-4 week intervals during the spawning season. While
walking down stream we marked current year redds by using
surveyor’s ribbon marked with the date of the survey. Redds were
marked with ribbons each time through to eliminate double counting
and to serve as a reference for the following year. An additional
notation was made for redds occurring on, or within, 50ft of man
made log weirs and boulder Placements. Quantification of the use
of such structures by spawning fish will be used for evaluating the
instream structures.

We recorded observations of both live adults and carcasses.
Physical features such as wild or hatchery origin, sex, fin clips
and lengths of carcasses, were collected.



Returns of CWT Groups

Harvest of adults destined for Compensation Plan areas océuts
in sport, commercial and treaty Indian fisheries throughout the
Columbia River Basin. Estimates of harvest and tags recovered
(interception rates) are available from WDW, Oregon Department of
Fish and Wildlife (ODFW), Idaho Department of Fish and Game (IDFG),
WDF and the Indian tribes. Where these data are availablé, they
are used to determine the total contribution of LSRCP fish within
the basin.

We estimated steelhead sport harvest in the Snake River
through an intensive creel survey. The results from that survey
have been published separately as part of the 1986-87 annual report
{Mendel et al. 1988).

Juvenile Steelhead Populations in Project Rivers

Spring Emigration

During the spring of 1986 we began juvenile smolt trapping at
three sites in southeast Washington (Charlie Cr., Asotin Cr. and
Cottonwood Cr.) to obtain information asbout wild steelhead si@olt
size and emigration timing. Our juvenile emigrant trapping
objectives were to; 1) obtain run timing and size, 2) estimate the
contribution of hatchery fish planted in Asotin Creek to Charlie
Creek outmigration, 3) estimate mean lengths and weights of wild
smolts, 4) examine composition of the migration by smolt index,
and 5) determine freshwater age composition of the emigrants. We
continued to trap at Charlie Cr. and Cottonwood Cr. in 1987.
Descaling data were collected in 1986 but not in 1987.

The Charlie Cr. smolt trap consisted of a box trap attached to
the weir described previously under (Returns of Adult Steelhead).
We clipped upper and lower caudal fins to mark smolt groups that
were released at least 0.3 miles above the trap. The number of
recaptures was a measure of trap efficiency. We also electrofished
the area for 100 ft upstream of the weir periodically to captire
fish that may have accumulated there and were reluctant to enter
the trap.

A 2'x 3’ floating inclined plane trap (WDF deésign), similar to
one discussed by Conlin and Tutty 1979, was fabricated for use in
Asotin Cr.. We selected a narrow chute that céontdined water
velocities of 5 ft/sec, located about 0.25 miles below the mouth of
Charlie Creek. A cable was suspended from trees upstream of the
trap site with a yoke and pulley system attacled to the trap. A
rope connecting the downstream portion of the trap to shore was
used to adjust the trap laterally across the stream. Our
objectives were similar to those for juvenile trapping on Charlie
Creek, plus to obtain as much data as possible for chinook salmon.
The trap was checked daily in the mornings and occasionally



rechecked late in the afternoon. We collected the same data as for
Juveniles in Charlie Creek (Appendix E). A maximum/minimum
thermometer and a staff gauge were installed below the trap and
read daily (Appendices C and J).

In 1985 emigrating juvenile steelhead had to be removed from
the intake screen of the Cottonwooed Cr. C.P. diversion.
Consequently, in 1986 we decided to utilize this diversion to trap
emigrating smolts. The objectives and data collection procedures
were similar to those used on Charlie Cr. We used smolt index
classifications that were slightly different each year, but they
were the same in 1987 as we used on Charlie Creek (Appendix D).
ANOVA, and a nonparametric equivalent to Tukey’s Multiple Range

Test (Zar 1984, pg 164 and 189), were used to identify significant
- differences in mean fork lengths of different age groups of
Juveniles from scale analysis.

A floating inclined plane trap is operated on the Tucannon
River by WDF, one mile below state Hwy 12 bridge crossing. A
complete description of trapping methods and results for chinook
salmon is presented by Seidel et al.(1988). A summary of the
steelhead trapped between November 1986 and June 1987 is presented
here.

Summer Depsities

Population and density estimates were generally performed as
described in Hallock and Mendel (1985) and Schuck and Mendel
(1987). Habitat data were collected as in 1985 (Schuck and Mendel
1987). We sampled streams or stream sections where we were lacking
data or needed to supplement juvenile trout density information.
The upper North Fork of Asotin Creek, within USFS property, was -
sampled cooperatively with WDF personnel by electrofishing separate
habitat types every 300 m above NA2. We stratified the habitat
types into pool, riffle, run, and side channel. Habitat data for
N. Fork of Asotin sites were collected according to WDF procedures
(Seidel and Bugert 1987).

The distance and direction from an access point to a sampling
8ite were selected at random for most streams. Sites on the S.
Fork of Asotin are the same sites we used as control sites for our
Instream Habitat Improvement Project (Hallock and Mendel 1984). We
took a 5 day horse pack trip with Ken Witty (ODFW) to inventory
streams within the Wenahe-Tucannon Wilderness of Oregon and
Washington to ascertain densities in natural stream systems in
southeast Washington to compare with streams that are readily
accessible and are heavily stocked and fished. Electrofishing
sites on Crooked Creek, Panjab, and Wenatchee creeks were selected
to be representative and/or as far upstream as we had reasonasble
access, The site on the S. Fork of Wenaha River was selected as a
representative site and electrofished in Oregon in cooperation with
Ken Witty of ODFW. Site designations are the first 2 or 3 letters
of river or stream names (eg. WE = Wenatchee Creek).

We conducted snorkel counts to test the applicability of this



technique in southeast Washington streams. Counts were made while
moving down stream by 2 or more divers across the width of the
stream. Fish were recorded by species and length categories, when
needed. Rainbow/steelhead trout were classified as parr (age 1+)
or "catchables” based on size ranges from our past electrofishing
experience.

Biomass estimates were calculated by multiplying mean weight
by the estimated density of fish for that age group. We did not
weigh all fish at each site. Therefore, we estimated weights for
fish we did not weigh, either from a length-weight curve or by
using weights of similar sized fish on the same stream.

Scale samples were taken from some fish to obtain age
estimates te¢ verify length-frequency histograms for specific size
groups or species of fish. We also attempted to determine from
scales any previous spawning activity or age and size at first
spawning for resident trout.

Data were recorded on the same form as in 1985. Population
estimates were based on the removal or depletion method (Zippin
1958) and analyzed using the Burnham Maximum Likelyhood method in
"Microfish, version 2.1" software (Van Deventer and Platts 1986).
Exceptions to this analysis procedure occurred when second pass
capture was equal to zero or capture depletion was < 60% of first
pass; then captures from both passes were added for a minimunm
population estimate. Kruskal Wallis nonparametric statistical
teats (Zar 1984, p.177) were used to determine whether densities of
rainbow trout varied significantly among habitat types for the upper
N. Fork of Asotin Creek or the upper Tucannon River (WDF data). A
nonparametric multiple range test similar to a Tukey’'s test (Zar
1984, p.200) was used to identify where significant differences
occurred in habitat use when a significant difference was found
with Kruskal Wallis tests.



RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Hatchery Operation Momitoring

Juvenile Growth

Juvenile growth and development for all groups of steelhead
and rainbow in 1986 and 1987 were similar. All groups of fish
responded well to rearing conditions and converted fish food fed
within expected parameters (Table 1).

Table 1: Trout Production at Lyon’s Ferry/Tucannon Hatcheries, 1986, 1987.

No. No. Number Percent Food Fish(lbs) Feed
Specie Stock Eggs Fry planted survival fed(lbs) produced conv.

1986

SSH Wallowa 377,770 317,575 312,312 82.74 45,600 33,673 1.35
SSH Wells 471,200 441,092 592,054 93.6% 132,150 83,979 1.41

144,326 ‘.
RB LFH 147,161 108,882 73.9€ 40,552 35,693 1.14
TUC. H. 220,000 159,506 72.5¢ 60,100 43,8380 1.37
1987
SSH Wallowa 449,952 359,680 352,395 0 78.3A 54,600 40,826 1.34
88H LFH - 705,000 446,248 301,155 67.5C 58,600 47,905 1.22
SSH Wells 464,800 407,817 303,835 74.54 65,700 51,638 1.27
RB LF. H. 218,500 213,020* 100,340 43,800 36,681 1.08
TUuC. H.F 199,880 161,900 68,831 23,900 23,273 1.37
RB(SsH)S 52,715 12,100 10,575 1.15

A- Egg to smolt survival.

B- Egg to fry survival only.

C— Advanced fry to catchable/smolt size survival.

D— Includes 47,799 pre-smolts planted.

E- 204,728 pre—smolts planted out.

F- 78,000 rainbow @ 10 fish/1b lost to Columnaris and Ichthyophthirius

G- steelhead from LFH converted to rainbow production to offset IHN losses.
¥ 104,000 fingerling transferred to IDFG

Production of steelhead in 1986 dropped significantly from
1985 production but increased again in 1987. The decreased
production represented more realistic production figures for the
hatchery without the added production demand of the joint WDW and
ODFW steelhead program that had been underway since 1983. The 1986
commitment for 50,000 smolts to Oregon for their brood program was
fulfilled with 70,000 fingerling in fall 1985 due to catastrophic
losses at the Irrigon hatchery. 1In 1987, 52,500 smolts were again
reared under this cooperative progranm.

Our last release/production year from fish spawned at other



locations was in 1986. Wells fish were spawned in:/January-March
1985 and Wallowa fish were spawned in April and May 1985. Both
were released during April and May of 1986. Wells fish reared
approximately 14 months from egg to smolt while Wallowa fish reared
one year. Both were fed OMP diet and converted well (Table 1).
Grading was done once in the hatchery prior to moving fish outside.
Fish were moved from concrete raceways to large ponds for final
rearing in the late fall after being adipose fin clipped. Wells
stock fish ranged between 56-78/1b. while the Wallowa fish ranged
between 70-100/1b.. All groups of fish were placed in ponds
between mid and late September.

We had no incidence of disease at either hatchery in 1986.
In 1987, however, there was a simultaneous outbreak of Columnaris
and Ichthyophthirius at the Tucannon Hatchery in the catchable
rainbow trout. Total mortality that occurred in the ponds was
78,000 fish during a one month period. Surplus steelhead at Lyons
Ferry H. were transferred to the Tucannon H., after the diseases
were controlled, to make up for part of the loss.

All eggs and fry received from other hatcheries in Oregon and
Washington were examined by a pathologist and certified as disease
free at the time of transfer. No further disease incidence or
complications were noted.

Survival from egg to fry for steeihead was good for the groups
in 1986 (Table 2). Increased mortality rates in 1986 for the
Wallowa and Wells stocks, and in 1987 for the new Lyons Ferry stock
are a result of more intensive egg and fry picking. Abundant
supplies of eggs allowed marginal eggs and fry to be gleaned from
these groups. This was an attempt to remove fish prior to any
growth to help reach our production goal with the highest quality
fish. The large egg take of LFH stock steelhead in 1987 was made
to insure adequate eggs in the event of a heavy IHN infestation.

No IHN was found in any of the fish spawned, which left a
considerable egg surplus. / ,

Fish Marking

In 1986 we contracted our steelhead marking with Washington
Dept. of Fisheries (WDF). Tag loss was much better than in
pPrevious years, averaging only 0.79%(8D= 0.45%X) for 12 groups. All
12 tag groups were branded and brand loss averaged 2.0%(SD= 0.74X).
Tag loss for the 1987 release averaged 0.48%(SD= 0.32) and mean
brand loss was 3.65%(SD= 2.11%). The increased brand loss was due
to four of the 11 groups with brand loss in excess of 5%. A lack
of vigilance by the marking supervisor to some apparent mis-
branding is the likely cause for the poor brand quality. A
complete listing of the tag/brand groups is summarized in Table 4.
8ix brand-only groups were released each year under .the direction
of the Fish Passage Center (FPC) for migration rate/survival
studies in the Snake River. Three small groups of Passive Induced
Transponder (PIT) tagged fish were released from Lyons Ferry in
1987. These were preliminaery test groups of PIT tags to help
determine how efficiently tags could be inserted and then
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accurately recovered at time of release by utilizing detection
equipment in a production facility.

Table 2: Juvenile mortality, Lyons Ferry Hatchery 1983-87

%
Stock Brood year Eggs In Fry Out mertality
Wallowa 1983 911,504 853,889 6.3
1984 830,453 794,443 4.4
1985 377,770 348, 360 7.8
1986 449,952 391,303 13.1
1987 432,076 414,176 4.2
Wells 1983 474,390 454,913 4.1
1984 373,648 340,339 8.9
1985 471,200 431,627 8.4
1986 464,800 407,817 12.3
1987 0 0 -
LFH 1986 705,000 650,973 7.7
1987 1,111,506 983,901 11.5

Fish at Release

Two stock of steelhead were used in 1986 and three stocks in
1987. Samples were taken from various raceways, rearing ponds and
conditioning ponds during the release periods for both years (Table
3). Multiple listings for lakes or conditioning ponds indicate
distinct samples of mark groups or where gross size differences
existed between sample dates in a given year. Some distinct size
discrepancies occurred between these numbers and numbers reported
on hatchery planting sheets (Table 4). The most evident
differences are for conditioning ponds where obtaining random
samples from the population is quite difficult. Differences in
1986 could be attributed to small sample size, but the causes in
1987 are unknown as sample size had been increased.

Fish size at release ranged from 4.6 — 6.9 fish/1b in 1986
while the average size for the entire release of smolts was 5.6
fish/lb (Std.Dev.=0.6). Total production was 827,548 fish totaling
148,723 pounds. Table 4 summarizes the smolt releases into
southeast Washington rivers for 1984-1987. Fish size at release
ranged from 4.8 - 5.8 fish/1b in 1987. The average size for the
entire release of smolts for 1987 was 5.5 fish/1b. (Std.Dev.=0.3).

11



Table 3 Smolt characteristics at Lyons Ferry Hatchery 1986,L987._

Number No. of Mean Mean No. X
Lake/ fish Sample length weight fish K Precocious
Raceway Stock sampled days mm (SD) gms (SD) /1b. factor males
1986
Lake 3 WE 926 4 203.8(20.6) 78.9(22.7) 5.8 0.9 1.0
Lake 2 WE/WA 167 1 199.9(22.2) 80.4(25.86) 5.6 0.99 1.2
Curl Lk. WA 77 2 182.7(26.7) 64.9(30.2) 6.9 0.98 0.0
WE 296 2 204.9(16.9) 90.5(21.9) 5.0 1.03 6.0
wW-14 WE 68 1 196.7(14.7) 75.4(16.1) 6.0 0.98 0.0
RW-19 WA 104 1 185.1(32.2) 170.9(33.3) 6.4 1.08 2.8
Ctwood WA 315 2 184.5(35.8) 72.1(39.8) 6.3 1.02 1.0
CtwoodB WA 53 1 178.9(26.7) 59.0(26.4) 7.7 0.97 0.0
1987
Lake 1 WE 374 2 199.0(17.4) 76.1(18.1) 5.9 0.96 3.7
Lake 2 LFH 297 4 211.3(16.9) 88.8(20.8) 5.5 0.93 0.3
WA 257 4 201.2(16.9) 75.3(19.4) 5.5 0.90 0.0
Lake 3 LFH 430 3 210.9(13.9) 88.7(18.0) 5.1 0.93 0.0
™ 3&5 WA 206 2 196.8(20.2) B82.6(25.8) 5.5 1.04 1.9
Curl Lk. LFH 186A 2 193.8(20.2) 80.9(24.2) 5.6 1.467 1.8
978 2 197.8(17.0) 84.5(22.5) 5.4 1.07 0.0
Ctwood CP WA 2304 1 183.8(25.0) 59.8(23.5) 7.6 0.90 2.8
1348 1 193.4(16.5) 66.9(19.2) 6.8 0.90 1.5
Dayt. CP WE 160 2 199.3(15.9) 82.3(57.8) 5.5 1.03 6.8

. A Unmarked steelhead placed in the Conditioning pond.
B Cwt and branded steelhead in the conditioning pond. Samples were kept
separate to determine if marking had any measursble effect on fish size
at release.

Precocious males usually migrated out toward the end of the
release period, with almost no precocious fish captured on the
first semple day when fish began migrating volitionally. Figures
1-11 depict the range and variation of samples of fish lengths and
weights taken from lakes, raceways and conditioning ponds in 1986
and 1987.

Discussion

Both preoduction years went well, but for different reasons.
Over production of smolts had created space problems in 1984 and
1985. With the elimination of production for ODFW in 1986 it
allowed us to evaluate our means of operation and determine more
efficient methods of handling and moving our fish within the
hatchery to accommodate the clipping and cwt/brand programs. The
availability of conditioning ponds also allowed the early removal
from the hatchery of several hundred thousand fish in early March.
This greatly reduced the amount of tiwme spent hauling fish in the
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critical spring smolt release period. The spring crowding in our
release structure was further ameliorated in 1987 when the last of
our conditioning ponds (in Dayton on the Touchet River) was
completed and used. Conditioning ponds (CP’s) allowed 237,000 fish
to be moved early in 1986 and 524,000 in 1987.

Fish growth and performance during both years was excellent.
Feed conversions were within expected parameters. Smoltification
at time of release appeared to be very good for most fish. There
appeared to be significant differences in the size of fish at
release in 1986, as reported on hatchery planting sheets and our
juvenile samples taken over the release period. In some cases we
attributed differences to small sample size or a biased sample from
conditioning ponds. We increased sample size in 1987 to address
this problem. The two sets of numbers compared much more closely
in 1987 than in 1986. Definite differences are apparent in the
response of fish to the conditioning ponds and in size at release
of marked versus unmarked fish. Tagged and branded fish
consistently averaged longer and heavier than their unmarked
counterparts. We must conclude that the added stress of marking
does not negatively effect the growth of the fish. However, the
measurable size differences could bias return results from our
tagging studies. Growth rates of fish in the CP’s are greatest in
the Cottonwood pond and least in Curl Lk., probably due to
differences in water temperature. Water temperatures in Curl Lk.
have not exceeded 48°F prior to release in any of the three years
it has been used, whereas Cottonwood pond water will fluctuate
between 45-59%9F during the last month of rearing. The consistently
cold water of Curl Lk. may be partially responsible for wandering
observed in returning adults destined for the Tucannon R.{see Adult
Returns section).

The tagging program went smoothly each year. Purchase of a new
tagging trailer through LSRCP and contracting the marking/ branding
with WDF made scheduling of tagging, clipping, and branding easier.
New state~of-the-art tagging machines caused tag loss percentages
to decrease to the best level we have ever achieved. Brand quality
was stressed daily during the marking in 1986. We suspected that
poor quality was due primarily to improper branding procedure and
failure to consistently correct the problem. The results were
excellent in 1986, but brand quality dropped again in 1987.
Constant observation and correction of improper branding appears to
be essential to consistent brand quality, even when using
experienced branding personnel.

Hatchery Smoli Emigration

Releases

All smolt plants for 1984-87 are summarized by release day in
Table 4. Three types of release are now used; 1) Brood stock
smolt releases from Lyons Ferry are allowed to voliticnally migrate
from the rearing ponds, 2) fish are pumped from the release
structure into tank trucks and hauled directly to various streams
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Table 4. Lyons Ferry/Tucannon Hatchery Steelhead Smolt Releases and Mark Eroups
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Table 4. Lyons Ferry/Tucannon Hatchery Steelhead Smolt Releases and Mark Groups
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Tabie 4. Lyons Ferry/Tucannon Hatchery Steelhead Ssolt Releases and Mark Groups

i CLIP(S) | B/18. | 10SS(Z}]L0SS(2

i TAG

1 SIZE

FIR

POUNDS | DATE
{W/0D)

ER

------,----
=21

" ]
v g )

DE
VALLOMA | 63/33/05 | RA-I3-1 | ADHLY
¥ean fish/pound
]

1
1
1
]

1 NALLOWA | 63/33/06 | RA-1J-2, § AD-LYV
5/06 3 MALLOWA | 63/33/49 | RA-IJ-3 | AD-LY

to

- M-y -

REE

.l......l...ﬂw

RELEASED

8BS m
NSy

VER
HILE

T u's
LA

-ROWDE ¢ €_u00D
“totals”

.ROKDE ¢ C_§00
LRONDE € C_BO0

W o o

1..39.!.
o~ m

3019.‘201’
.l..l.l._\usnl....l

R e TR mem W e T @ T M T s W mer T mm B mee B W e W W WSS M R um S mes W s A e B

RERS MY R8RJ

uoﬂn onnnlno

T e B mm W e T mm = me WS min TR s MR mam W mey W m WS mgr B e S s T e R mpee S meg A e

55555555555555555‘.‘5555555555555550

M . S il TR MM RS mmen AR mmam RN FmAL U MM W WA TPED MGk NS dem T mam TR mmey WL e S oy e e S i

S I Op e Se e g O O D e .m

mﬂmﬂunnmmmnnnnmﬂﬂMMMMDmMHMMMMMHDE

e !..9 —_—

f

ELI.S

5,288 | 4/24-30 | L_FERRY | 63/39/15 | RA-TF-1

EFE mmmmmmwmm

EU.S

ol L ORROR NN o & 5
$TT  EEELEELT ging i
2 <
= 828
L muu-- T
= 3 z33
2BEE82353555
=
Z
-

4/24-30 | L.FERRY | 63/39/14
4,462 | 4/24-30 | UALLOWA | 63/37/03 | LA-TF-
4,489 | 4/24-30 | WALLONA § 63/39/13 | LA-IF-3
3,571 | 4/22-38 | L.FERRY | 63/39/03 | RA-IY-3
3,043 | 4/22-30 | L.FERRY | 63/38/a4 | RA-IY-]
3,719 | 4{20-30 | WALLORA © 63/38/41 | RA-IC-2
3,725 | Af20-30 | WALLONA | 63/38/42 | RA-IC-3
3,734 | 4/20-30 | UALLONA | 63/38/43 | RA-IC-4

[
R
2 B
I..__ —d
2 2R =
mMMMnmmmﬂmMaMMum Nz &8
SIS SITZZZESES mmm mmm
AL EEEE PEEEEEEEEREE RS R T §BER

7,150

102,050 | 19,625 | &/20-30 l IEI.I.S
34,677
50,527
18,880
25,016
235,400
26,100
11,314
468
406
649
659
650
972
676
&
384
459
431
586
22,950
161,408
20,272
357
194
099
043
115
1
25,340
27,160
922,687

L]
)
) |
]
* .
120,384

T mm T am W W e Y mm EE ey S ma S e T e R mm ST o T o B g S e W am S ma B gy S

BREBANKBYBRY 23IRIARIRIRRISSSSRRRILRIS

33333,
33333

Vo A M S pm S mm SE omm e mE R S e =W om

MILL CR.
SRAIE R.¢ I
SWALE R.¢ IHD
SMALE R.€ THD
SHALE R.¢
SHAKE R.¢
SMAKE R.¢
SUAKE R.¢
SMALE R.¢
SHALE
SHALE I.!
SHALE R.¢
SHALE R.¢

! SHALE R_¢

1 TUCANNON I.!CUII.

1 TOUCHET R.ADAYT
i TOUCHET R.6DAYT

1987
1987

-

2859
ot S i

W e S e

aRER

. 'y
oo n

7111!.731
‘-‘.“.“

= e D Dam

TTELL

-

-FERRY | 63/50/19 | LA-5-1
-FERRY | 63/50/16 } LA-§-2
-FERRY | 63/50/14 | RA-S-2

-FERRY | 63/30/13 | RA-5-1

L
L
L
L
HALLONA
WALLONA

27



t
7

CLIP(S) | B/LB. ! LOSS(Z}!L0SS{Z

TAS
1

1 SIZE

FIN
i

‘1 RIVER | NUMBER

| NILE

i LOCATION

Table 4. Lyons Ferry/Tucannon Hatchery Steelhead Ssoit Releases and Mark Groups

.00
1.14
78
.81
2.66
9

ey WER gy S g e g TS G SN e e ——— S gy .

0.20 |
0.61: 051
0.57 %
0.09 }
0.60
0.53 1
0.7}

e T e TS i S gy WA mpae M P Y MM TR miam R i SN spem MY e WO e

5555555555‘.6‘4“‘.5555650
- mun S mar Pl e S i e g W M MR in R e WA e e = " -

vvvw o Tpe O d

2292299292222 5052s24825a8s

|...lll..illlll..llll|ll..lll..ll..lllll...llll...ll.....ll..Mll
-

i
SRR TR
fNES =53
TR MM MRS g TEE epam W mwm B s W g TR mEE W Jm TN n YD e TEED ann ROAR Ll SRR
s P - oy =l
SEZFF FS2%
PFESSE SF%
B2EE 2uUT
- apae WA e R agam TEER A S Lan VRN e W - e b s ek ap s ks g B
T ke P P B Dt e e B D P
FEEEEEEE mmmwunnnnnnnnm
EESERHEEE S mmmmmﬁﬂmﬁﬁm
I_..LI._.L!._I_I_I._I._.L ..L....._I_....._I_..._.
SESNNNGSRSeR S mw Be
SESTTFISSSEITET &2 TSe TE
Py vt [ —) o~
88828 BEERSS83882%8
- Lad = R R a = . [ ad - L - - - - - - - -~ - - [
= L] L

s T s M m T e W o W g S i A mam T mpm e gy M g e g

mmmmmxmmm SSR5EERS3333F
MELRT PPt g e o
NIRRRNIN " ANRRRRRSSLSS

EFEEEEFEITILELEEREEE
i EEEEEEERATTEEILL

e T s T i Fim aygm M A e s MR men T e A e T mm W e W s W

R.ODAYE
R.DA
R.€DAYT
R.ADA

OUCHET R.EDAY

1RELEASE |

23




and rivers in Southeast Washington; and 3) fish are pumped from the
release structure into tank trucks, then transferred to
conditioning ponds on the Tucannon, Grande Ronde and Touchet
Rivers. After 5-8 weeks in the CP’s, the fish .are then allowed to
emigrate over a 2 week period before the remnaining fish are forced
from the ponds.

The conditioning ponds were watched closely to ensure that any
problems that might occur would not Jjeopardize the fish. Fish were
transferred to conditioning ponds in early March. The fish
responded well to the facilities. Retired WDW hatchery managers
were hired to operate the Cottonwood and Dayton ponds. In 1986 the
.8creens were removed from the outlet structure of Cottonwood Pond
on 24 April and from Curl Lk. on 1 May. To encourage emigration,
pond levels were lowered 8". Only small numbers of fish were noted
exiting the pond for the next 3-5 days. By the end of the 7th day,
climatic changes caused a surge of emigration from Cottonwoeod pond,
but very cold weather in the Tucannon Valley was inhibiting
erigration from Curl Lk.. Pond levels were drawn down steadily for
the last 6 days for each of the ponds. A rapidly rising water
level in the Grande Ronde River backed water through the cutlet
into Cottonwood pond for three days, drastically slowing emigration
from the pond. The water level dropped from the entrance on 2 May
and the pond was empty by 6 May. Water temperatures at Curl Lk.
remained near 40°F throughout the early release period. We were
concerned that a delayed release in 1985 caused excessive
residualism in the pond. Therefore we lowered the pond level
steadily beginning 9 May, with the pond empty by 13 May, 19886.

Three conditioning ponds were used in 1987, after completion
of the Dayton pond on the Touchet R. Initially only 100,000 fish
were put in the Dayton pond. Because of a leakage problem in one
section of the pond embankment, one third of the fish were held at
the hatchery for direct stream planting in case of a structural
failure. The leakage was repaired and the remaining 35,000 fish
were placed in the pond around 1 April. Screens were removed from
all three ponds on 20 April. Standard pond lowering procedure now
allows fish to emigrate for the first 5 days without any lowering
of the pond. Over the last 6 days, the ponds are steadily lowered
until all fish are removed by 1 May. No unusual occurrences or
problems were noted for 1987.

Migration Through Dams

Table 5 summarizes passage estimates for each brand group for
1985-87. The 1985 passage figures are included for comparison. 1In
1986, first arrivals of fish at McNary or L. Granite dams occurred
within the first week following release from LFH or the
conditioning ponds. Median (50%) passage of the fish from all
groups passed the first collector dam around 20 days after release,
although individuals from various groups continued to pass the dams
through the end of July. Average daily travel rates for various
brand groups ranged between 4.0-7.7 miles rer day to the first dam
(FPC, 1985,1986). These travel rates were generally one third
those of in-river fish, a behavior described in 1985 by the FPC as
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é
consistent throughout the Columbia R. drainage. Migration rates
for LFH groups had increased and were comparable to in-river groups
by the time they reached John Day pool. The Cottonwood C.P. groups
increased their travel rates once they passed L. Granite Dam.

Travel rates in 1987 were nearly double those for 1986 despite
river flows which were fully 20% lower in 1987 (FPC, 1988). First
arrivals of branded fish from releases into the G. Ronde and Snake
Rivers occurred at their first collector dam within 3-4 days.
Median passage occurred at McNary dam at 18 days for Tucannon River
fish, 11.8 days for LFH fish and 8 days for G.Ronde R. fish.

Travel rates ranged from 7.5-11.3 miles/day to the first dam.
These fish also increased their travel speed once past the first
dam, when their rate equaled that of in-river groups.

Table 5. Estimated Passage of Branded Lyons Ferry Steelhead at McNary and
Lower Granite Dams, 1985-87. (Harmon, 1985; FPC, 1986, 1987).

Release Passage Number % of Size
Brand Site Index Heleased Release (#/1b) Stock
McNary
1985
RA-H-1 LFH 10,526 28,191 37.3 2.6 WE
RA-H-2 LFH 6,302 28,373 22.2 5.5 WA
RD-H-1 LFH 6,467 22,394 28.9 2.6 WE
RD-H-2 LFH 6,963 25,540 27.3 5.5 WA
LA-5-1 Curl Lk. 6,503 39,094 16.6 5.7 WA
LA-8-2 Curl Lk. 6,586 39,094 16.8 5.7 WA
1886
1A-1J-1,3,4 LFH 20,914 61,281 - 34.1 5.4 WE
LA-IK-1,3 LFH 10,750 40,480 26.5 5.8 WA
RA-IK-1,3 Tucannon 8,377 40,494 20.6 5.6 WA
LA-IT-1,3 Tucannon 5,239 40,349 12.9 5.6 WE
1987
RA-IF-1,3 LFH 18,906 50,843 37.2 4.8 LFS
LA-IF-1,3 LFH 18,005 51,017 35.3 5.7 WA
RA-IY-1,2,3 Tucannon 16,930 60,823 27.8 5.7 LFS
Lower Granite
1985
RA-17-1 G.Ronde R. 12,142 41,028 29.6 5.5 WA
RA-17-3 G.Ronde R. 12,066 40,201 30.0 5.5 WA
1986
RA-1J-1,2,3 G.Ronde R. 14,619 60,477 24.2 4.8 WA
1987
RA-IC~},2,3,4 G.Ronde R. 21,322 80,461 26.4 5.4 WA
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Discussion

Average fish size for 1986 and 1987 releases increased
slightly each year from 1985 with very consistent average fish
weights (SD= 0.6 in 1986 and SD= 0.3 in 1987 based on hatchery
planting sheets). Precocious males were not more than 3% of the
fish sampled for either year. The decrease in size variability was
likely the result of available conditioning pond space to hold
marked groups. In past vears, cwt fish had to be held in hatchery
raceways resulting in increased size and weight of the fish. Thus
these fish may not be representative of the hatchery production.

Hatchery steelhead emigration appeared to closely follow that
of wild fish, which peaked in late April (see Juvenile
Populations). The Tucannon River fish again were the slowest to
leave their river system. Migration appeared to occur only after
several days residence within the river itself. Whether this
behavior is solely related to cold water temperatures or some other
factor is unknown. Other groups of fish appeared to migrate
quickly from their release site and continue downstream without
delay. Migration rates generally appeared to increase as the fish
moved downstream and passed through the first reservoir area they
encountered in both years, very similar to the 1985 migration (FPC,
1986).

The passage index (P.I.) does show that there is a consistent
difference between passage at McNary Dam for groups released at LFH
and the Tucannon River. Passage from the Tucannon can be as low as
60X of passage for the LFH groups. This difference is difficult to
understand since there are no additional dams to pass, and only 47
miles of free flowing river. Migration speed is also similar for
both groups. The difference in the P.1I. may indicate that reduced
smoltification of the Tucannon releases, due to cold water or some
other factor(s), could be affecting emigration, survival and
residualism.

Migration rates seem to vary considerably between years but
the P.I. has remained fairly consistent for the three major release
areas from 1985-1987. The increased migration rates in 1987,
despite decreased flow in the Snake R., is not explainable from our
sampling. There was no indication in the smolt samples (1985-87)
for either length, weight, condition factor, or their apparent
smoltification process (except as previously noted for the Tucannon
R.) that the fish would not perform similarly during migration.

Use of available Water Budget to increase flow through the pools
during peak chinook and steelhead migrations could have increased
migration rates in 1987.

The Lyons Ferry Stock of steelhead was first released in 1987
to measure their performance with the Wallowa and Wells stocks we
have used. The groups passed McNary dam very well, with the
greatest increase in passage over 1986 from the Tucannon R.
release. These fish passed McNary at a 66% greater survival rate
than in 1986, with a small increase seen in survival of the LFH
groups also. These numbers were very encouraging for the Tucannon
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release as they are the best passage ever measured:for that release
area.

Adult Steelhead Returns

Passage at Dams

Passage of marked {(cwt) groups of fish at Lower Granite Dam
{LGR) have great significance since it is the uppermost dam in the
lower Snake River and the point which is considered the LSRCP
project location. Fish escaping to this location can be considered
fulfilling their commitment to meeting compensation goals. Table 6
lists estimated escapement of Lyons Ferry fish to above LGR, by
release year, for each mark group and the percentage of release
that these fish represent.

Table 6: Adult Returns of Lyon’s Ferry Steelhead to Above Lower
Granite Dam, 1984-87. (Harmon, 1987)1

Release year Number of Adults Total No. X
Brand Return Year Adults Smolts survivalZz
1983 1984 1885 1986 Captured Rel.
1982
LA-IJ-1* 74 54 1 129 35,155 0.37
LA-1J-3 213 186 3 412 27,840 1.47
1983
RA-S-1 142 132 1 275 34,431 0.82
RA-S-2 111 107 0 218 32,078 0.70
LA-S-1 288 211 0 499 50,597 1.02
1984
RA-IJ-1 121 141 262 30,473 0.92
RA-I1J-2 Q9 129 228 27,122 0.90
RA-IV-1 176 168 344 31,790 1.15
RA-IV-3 202 237 439 30,930 1.51
1985
RA-H-1 429 429 28,191 1.58
RA-H-2 83 83 28,373 0.31
RA-17-1 553 553 41,028 1.39
RA-17-3 468 468 40,201 1.21
LA-S~-1 101 101 39,094 0.26
LA-5-2 85 85 39,094 0.23

* 1982: 1J-1 G.Ronde R.; IJ-3= LFH. 1983: RA-S Wallowa R.; LA-S = LFH.
1984: All brands released in Tucannon River.
1985;: RA-H LFH; RA-17 G.Ronde R.: LA-S Tucannon R.
1 No current estimate of trap efficiency exists for the L. Gran. bypass.
Past studies indicate 85-90X% (Harmon, Pers. Comm). These mumbers are not
expanded. '
Smolt to adult survival is based on numbers of tagged juveniles released
with a corresponding brand. (Adjusted for tag and brand loss)
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Run timing for the Wallowa stock fish generally follows
passage norms at Lower Granite Dam. Eighty percent of the run
passes the dam September through November, with the peak month
being October (Figs. 12-15). The majority of the remaining run
rasses the dam during March, April or August. The Wallowa fish
pass the dam more strongly during July and August than the neain
run, with 11-15 % of their total moving upstream in those months.
It appears that these fish account for most of the June—-August
passage at the dam, along with early running wild fish. The fish
released directly from LFH exhibit the strongest tendency for early
migration with fully 27-28.2% of the one sait age fish passing the
dam in July and August. Also, the graphs are somewhat misleading
because the ladder is either inoperative or not sampled for passage
16 December through 28 February, and there are shortened sampling
hours in November, December, March and April.

Characteristics of Returning Adult Steelhead

We now have complete adult Wallowa stock steelhead return data
on the 1982-1984 tag groups from Lyon’s Ferry Hatchery. The data
were collected at Lower Granite Dam from coded wire tagged/branded
adults as they passed through the fish ladder.

The size of fish for eech year class for several brand groups
is consistent over the 4 yeers represented (Table 7). Fish rearing
in the ocean for one year averaged 55.4 % of total adult returns

Table 7: Average Lengths for Lyons Ferry Hatchery Adult Wallowa
and Wells Stock Steelhead Returning to LGD Trap.

T S S T TR R i i s B e R e S . A ok o e o e T - M o e e ey T TR S i S —— T T T A, o ool . i .

Release Release Mean length(cm)
year site Brand one ocean two ocean
nl L n _L
1982 G. Ronde R. LA-TIJ-1 34 57.3 186 69.6
L.Ferry H. LA-IJ-3 50 60.2 75 76.2
1983 L.Ferry H. LA-S-1 100 59.9 150 71.7
Wallowa R.2 RA-S-1,2 115 58.4 100 70.7
1984 Tucannon R. RA-IJ-1,2 100 57.8 270 71.4
Tucannon R. RA-IV-1,3 100 58.1 405 71.9
1985 - L.Ferry H. RA-H-18 429 58.5
L.Ferry H. RA-H-2 83 57.4
G.Ronde R. RA~17-1,3 1021 57.86

Tucannon R. LA-8-1,2 186 57.8

Weighted Mean 58.6 72.3

T ok o = T 1 Rt S e e ) Wt et Tt T L e Skl S . et o T . e o e . " i AL o T T Y . T LAl oA, fonk o ek 7y M S S S

! Sample size, does not necessarily indicate total return.
2 Reared at Lyon’s Ferry Hatchery but released in Oregon.
3 Wells stock released at LFH.
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while two ocean and three ocean fish averaged 44.2 % and 0.4 %
respectively. There is, however, considerable variability between
vears with one ocean fish ranging from 46.8% to 67.4% of returmns
for the 4 year classes.

Returns to Lyon’s Ferry Hatchery

The ladder at the hatchery was open and operational for the
entire fall run of steelhead in 1986. Trapping was discontinued on
3 December because of extreme cold. The ladder was reopened on 3-
March and remained open until 30 March. A total of 1,213 adult
steelhead were trapped and inspected for brands, fin clips, sex and
origin during the fall and spring periods.

Fish sorted from fall and spring trapping were comprised of
63.2% females and 36.7% males. Wild origin fish were 8.7% of the
sample and tagged/branded fish represented 22.7% of the total fall
and spring trapping. Branded Wallowa stock fish (RA-H-2) returning
to Lyons Ferry Hatchery as broocd stock were trapped at a 0.175%
return rate (47 fish) while branded Wells stock fish returned to
the hatchery at a 0.284 % return rate (77 fish). These numbers
represent a significant increase over the 1985 run year returns to
LFH.

The female fish sorted for spawning were comprised of 76%X
hatchery origin, based on fin ¢lip and dorsal fin examination,
13.2% wild and 10.8% LV clipped (Appendix F). A complete listing
of brand and tag recoveries to the hatchery is summarized in
Appendix G. Twe hundred fifty (250) females were spawned yielding
1,111,506 eggs {(mean =4,446 eggs/female), after first picking.
Females were selected weekly for spawning based on physical
examination for ripeness. All fish from the fall and spring
trapping that were retained for spawning were held in a common pond
and no differentiation between fall/spring fish was possible. Scale
- samples were collected only from spawned females in 1986 and from
some of the spawned males and females in 1987 (Appendix H). No IHN
positive results were documented from ovarian fluid samples for any
of the females.

Returns to Other Locations
Trappin

In 1986 a weir and traps were constructed 0.4 miles above a
locked gate, and approximately 0.5 miles above the mouth of Charlie
Creek. The adult trap was operated from 26 March to 25 June 1986.
The juvenile trap was not installed until 29 March. We modified
the weir in 1987 to a diagonal design with an adult trap at the
upstream end and a smolt trap at the downstream end. We also moved
our trap site downstream about 0.1 mile from the 1986 location and
began trapping for adults on 3 February 1987.

We trapped similar numbers of adult steelhead in 1986 and 1987

(Table 8). Scale analysis for 25 adults sampled in 1986 indicates
that most fish returned after 1 year in salit water at a mean fork

34



length of 59.9 cm (Table 9). In 198§ most fish were trapped while
moving downstream after spawning, while in 1987 most fish were
caught migrating upstream. We were unable to accurately determine
run timing information in 1986 because the trap was constructed
after most fish had entered the creek. In 1987 the first adult
steelhead we saw in the creek was on 9 March. We trapped our first
adult on 22 March and our earliest unmarked kelt was captured while
migrating downstream on 30 March. Spawning activity and several
redds had been documented below the weir by that date. Fish
continued to migrate above the weir in Charlie Creek until 30
April, and our last capture of a downstream migrating kelt was 21
May in 1987. 1In 1986 those dates were 25 April and 13 May,
respectively.

The S.F. Asotin trap was installed 12 February 1987 =and
dismantled on 18 May. The first adult steelhead was seen in the
trap on 12 March and the last immigrating adult was captured on 14
April. A total of 18 adult steelhead were captured at the trap
(Table 10). Eight of these were carcasses of emigrating kelts.

Asotin Cr. adult counting began the morning of 4 April.
However, 2 or 3 steelhead spawning just upstream of the fabric
moved back and forth over the fabric and made counting of migrating
adults difficult. Counting stopped on 12 April after only 5 days
of sampling because several fish that moved back and forth over the
fabric made accurate counts impossible.

Trapping operations on Cottonwood Cr were conducted from 22
March until 1 May and 30 March to 29 April 1986 and 1987,
respectively. Slight modifications were made to trapping
Procedures each year to improve survival at the trap. A vertical
wire fence was placed at the downstream edge of the intake screen
on 8 and 9 April 1986 and 1987, respectively, to insure capture of
all downstream migrants. We were only able to capture 2 adult .
steelhead during the spring of 1986. However, in 1987 204 adult
steelhead were captured after approximately 30 steelhead kelts had
been passed without enumeration or examination between 23 and 30
March. Most steelhead were captured as they migrated downstream
after spawning. Approximately 48.8 % of the adult steelhead of
known origin were adipose clipped and an additional 47.8 % were
missing left ventral fins (Table 11). A total of 28 of the 197
hatchery fish (14.2 %) contained jaw tags. We recovered 26 coded-
wire tags or jaw tags representing the 62-16-27 cwt code and 27
with the 62-16-28 code (Appendix I). Analysis of scale samples
collected from captured adults was not available in time to be
included in this report.
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Table 8. Adult Steelhead Captured at the Box Trap‘and Weir on

Charlie Creek, spring 1986 and 1987.

mean o
# of fork std. size mean std. of
fish length dev. range weight dev. total
{cm) {cm) (kg) fish
1986
HATCHERY
males 1 4 59.0 -- - - - 3.23
females 1 8 74.0 —— - - - 3.23
WILD
males 15 63.8 7.34 48-77 - - 48.39
females 14 59.4 4.79 58-70 - - 45.16
31 ¢
1987
HATCHERY
males 8 D 5B.4 3.25 55-61 1.65 0.23 26.6
females 2 E 64.0 4.24 61-67 - - 6.6
WILD '
males 5 60.2 2.12 55-62.5 - —— 16.6
females 15 61.1 6.50 54-72 2.27 & 0.88 50.0

A This fish had only an LV c¢lip (no adipose clip), Jaw Tag

(misread), and a tall, straight dorsal fin, therefore,
it was probably released at LFH in 1985 with a RA-H brand.

B No adipose or LV clipped fins, based on deformed dorsal fin.

c 1

other fish caught but it escaped before any data was
obtained. 38 total fish captured, but believed to be only
32 separate fish: 5 captured going upstream and
downstream, and 1 fish recaptured coming downstream after
it was captured and returned upstream.

fish were adipose clipped (2 a2lso had LV clips; 2 with
LA-5-2 brand-1985 Tucannon R. release (one with

jaw tag G27792).

adipose clipped fish and another with a deformed dorsal
fin and nc marks.

fish only captured going upstream, 9 other fish captured
only coming downstream, and 12 captured going both ways.

9 marked fish still upstream when trapping ceased.

ripe fish were weighed going upstream, mean is 2.40 kg

if weight of 1 spawned out fish is included in the weight,
SD= 0.86, -~ n = 7 fish weighed.
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Table 9. Results of Scale Analysis from Adult Steelhead
Captured at the Charlie Creek Weir, spring 1986.

freshwater age x ocean age
—————————————————————————————————————— total
1+ 2+ 3+ 1 2 fish

# of fish 3 14 2 22 A 368 25 ¢
# of females 1 7 1 10 10 11
# of males 2 7 1 12 E 2 14
mean fork
length (cm) F 59.9 75.7
std. dev 4,97 1.53

* only 19 of the 25 total readable scales could be read for
duration of freshwater residency. plus 1 hatchery male
and 1 female aged as 1 year in freshwater, but they
must have resided in the stream for an additional vear.

A Includes 1 hatchery fish (stubbed dorsal) and a 3.1S§1
wild (respawner).

B Includes 1 hatchery fish (stubbed dorsal).

C 25 readable scale samples (includes 1 male and 1 female

hatchery fish) and 7 un-usable samples.

D Hatchery fish.

E 1 hatchery fish included.

F mean fork length for wild (1 salt) females = 58.8 cnm,

SD = 4.71 - biggest female was 70 cm (aged 3.181).
mean fork length for wild (1 salt ) males = 60.7 cm,
SD = 5.45.

Table 10. Adult steelhead captured at the weir on S. Fork of
Asotin Creek, spring 1987.

mean
Total # of fork
# of hatchery 1length Std. size
fish fish B {cm) € Dev. range
males 6 A 1 64.4 7.25 56-75

T T e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e o o a

A 3 males captured going upstream and 3 other fish captured
coming downstream.

B All adipose clipped.

C Includes all males and females of hatchery or wild origin.

D 2 females caught going upstream and 10 other fish caught
coming downstreamn.
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Table 11. Adult Sfeelhead Captured at the Cottonwood
Conditicning Pond Water Intake Screen, spring 1987..

mean % of
fork sample total
# of length size std. size {known
fish (cm) {(n) dev. range origin)
HATCHERY 197 A - a7.04
males ...... BE B 57.8 83 3.17 50-70 42,36
females ....109 ¢ 56.9 95 4.19 49.5-81 53.69
unknown .,... 2 0 —— - —— _- 0.99
WILD 6 E 2.96
males ....... 2 - —— - 54.4-64 0.99
females ..... 4 65.5 4 B.58 59-78 1.97
203 A

A Plus 1 male of unknown origin, designated as H?,AD?.
99 fish adipose clipped, 94 fish were AD-LV clipped,
and 3 fish were LV clipped only, (29 fish were
jaw tagged).

B All caught going downstream or below the weir in a pool.

¢ 105 caught going downstream or below the weir in a pool,
and 4 caught going upstream.

D 2 fish caught and jaw tags recovered, but no other data
were recorded.

E 2 females caught going upstream, other 4 fish were caught
going downstream or below weir in a pool.

Spawning Surveys

Tables 12 and 13 present a summary of redd and adult obser-
vations for each stream for the years 1986 and 1987 respectively.
Observations are given either by river mile (when possible) or by
road mile.

Peak spawning occurred prior to 7 April and mid April on
Charlie Cr. and S.F. Asotin Cr. respectively in 1986. Peak of
spawning did not occur on the Tucannon and Panjab Cr. until after
4/17 but prior to 5/13. Our trap on Charlie Cr. allowed us to
count adults into the system, and then complete spawning ground
counts with a known escapement. In 1986, 33 adults (15 fem.)
constructed 51 redds or 1.5 redds/adult (3.4 redds/female). In
1987, 30 adults (17 fem.) constructed 28 redds or 0.93 redds/adult
(1.85 redds/female). The average for the two years was 1.21
redds/adult and 2.53 redds/female.

38



% of Total

% of Total

TOTAL LGR STEELHEAD PASSAGE

1986 Run Year

0.24
0.22

9.2
018 n=129,983

0.16

C.14 -

Q.12

———

June Aug. Tt Dec Mar.
Weeidy SH Passage (1 June %o 31 May)

Fig 12.

LFH 1985 RELEASE

- . . . : . ; ' ?‘-?B?Eajﬂﬁaqu.q

0.22
0.21
0.2
0.19 -
0.18 -
g::: N Wells Stock n=541
0.15 — Wallowa Stock n=117
0.14
0,13
0.2
0.11
0.1 -
0.00 -
0.08 —
c.07
D.06 — +
0.05 —
0.04 —
0.03 -
0.02 -
0.01 -

0 T Frrr——— T T T T T T T T ¥

June Aug. Oct. ‘Dec. Mar.

Weoslkdy SH Passage (1 June ¥ 31 May)
a TWAO SALT + ONE SALT

Fig 13,

39



% of Total

% of Total

GRANDE RONDE 1985 RELEASE

a.2
.19
c.18 —
0.17 —
0,16 —
0,15 —
0.14 —
0.13
8,12
c.11 —

G.1 —
0.05 —
.08 —
0.07 —
0.08
0.05
0.C4
0.03
c.02
c.01

|

I T |

i 1 Salt n=1204

T

Junte - Aug. - < Oct. Dec. - Mar. May

0.28

Weekly SH Pamao (1 June fo I1 Muy)
- RA—17-1.3

Fig 14,

TUCANNON R. 1984 RELEASE

0.26 -
0.24
0.22 -

0.2
D.18 -
o.18 -
0.1 4 -
o2

a.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

2 Salt n=868
1 Ssalt n=209

: ] L] L) L ¥ B L] ¥ 1 LIS
June Aug. Oct. “ Dec. ' ~ Ma’® May
Waenkly SH Passage {1 June to 31 May)
O  TWO SALT +  ONE SaLT
Fig 15.

40




Table 12. Steelhead Spawning Survey Results for Streass in Southeastern Hashihgtion..1986

- Reach

Dates _Surveys Total
; length Surveyed Ist : 2nd Total  redds/
Strean Sectinn imiles) {resurveyed) Redds Adults Redds* Adults redds‘ ‘nile
Tucannon R.  Upper Tucannon 6.25  4/16,17,12 52 8 - - 52 83
_ ' (5/13) '
Hain Tucannom -il.4 4/9,10,16,18,25 86 48 - -- 86 7.5
. (5/13) : )
Panjab Creek 2.3 417 {5-6) 7 19 1 25 ] 4 - 19.1
Cummings Creek = 4.5 4/9,10 (5/5,8} 52 9 - - 52 8.0
Asotin Creek Main A ! 2.2¢ 5/8,9 2l ] - -- 21 9.5
#ain B © 1.7¢ 3/8 46 2 - - 4% 27.1
North Fork A€ 4.8°¢ 4/27 5/2 146 4 -- - 146 30.4
North Fork 8 F 0.5 5/2 22 0 == - 227 44.0
South Fork 4 §  3.45 ¢ §/14,15 67 3 - -- 67 19.4
South Fork 8% 3.3¢ 4f15-21 (5/14) 90 9 2 0 _ 92 4.2
CharlieCr. AT 0.6 ¢ 4/7 (5-14) 13 0 9 0 24 40.0
CharlieCr. B ¥ 5.7¢ 47,8 (5/14) H | 5 ] 0 L) 8.9

e X T M S MW >

New redds only. Missing Flagged redds were subtracted from new redds.
1.4 miles above Headgates to 0.9 miles below Headgates dam.
Road miles.

Forks Bridge to ferceline at lower end of D.E. Blankenship’s property.
Kouth to USFS fence (RM 4.3).
-USFS fenceline to 1985 electrofishing site {approx. 0.5 mile)
Mouth to bridge at &M 3.5. ‘ _
RN 3.5 upstream to pond above chimney ruins (RM 7.3).
Houth to trap site.
Trapsite to debris jam at RY 5.85.

Hany habitat isprovesent structures that have been placed ia
the Asotin and Tucannon River systems have created deposits of
grave]l suitable for spawning. Steelhead have used these areas

heavily for hiding cover and redd construction but we have been
unable to docusent total use or the length of streas available on,

or adjacent to, the isprovesent sites.

We collectad stream discharge inforsation on some of the

streans during our spawning surveys, that information is sussarized

in Appendix J.
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Table I3. Steelhead Spawning Survey Results for Streams in Southeastern Washingtion, 1987.

Reach  Dates Surveys Total
: length - Surveyed Ist 2nd Total redds/
Stream Section {niles) {resurveyed} Redds Adults Redds* Adults redds aile
Tucannon Upper Tucannon 5.5 4/13 {5/11} K I 0 4 33 60
Nain Tucannon 12.8 4/16,17 1 3l 2 4 206 l1e.1
4.7 - (5/13,14) 30 9 T - - 50 10.6
Panjab Creek- 2.3 4/13 (5/5) 4 0 4 5 & 3.5
Cusaings Creek 6.1 4/18 (5/5) 36 15 17 7.0 53 8.7
Touchet North Fork 15.3 5/18,20,21 73 i -- -- 73 4.8
Wolf Fork - 7.8 5/21 53 1 - -- 33 6.8
South Fork 11.90 5/1%,21 63 0 - - 43 6.2
Asotin Kain 4 & 2.6 ¢ 4/16 9 4 - - 9 3.5
Main B ° 1.7¢ 4/16 (5/8} 29 9 14 0 43 253
North Fork A‘E 48¢ 4-8 (5-4,5) . 72 28 3l 13 123 25.6
South Fork A ¥ 3.45C  4-7 (4-30) .. 7 4 2 3 % 8.4
South Fork B ¢ 1.8 ¢ 4/9 (5/1) 7 0 18 1 25 139
Charlie Cr. A% 0.5  4/2 (4/28) 9 0 1. 2 B 500
6.2

Charlie Cr. 81 4.55¢  4/2,7 (4/28) S & 15 3 28

New redds only. Nissing flagged redds were subtracted from new redds.

fros 1.4 niles above Headgates das to 1.2 miles below it.

Road miles.

Forks Bridge to fenceline at lower end of D.E. Blankenship's property.

-first survey extended another 8.35 mi. downstream but only 2 redds found.

£ Mouth to USFS fence.

F Nouth to bridge at RM 3.5. '

€ RM 3.5 upstream 1.8 ni.. On 5/1, surveyed upstreal addlt1ona1 1 3 alles to 0.1 mi.
below pond; 13 redds + 2 adults.

W Mouth te new trap site.

L Trapsite to beaver dam complex {RM 4.55). Also during 1n1t1a1 survev We checked 1.2 ai. upstreal to
irpassable debris jam (0 adults and redds). ; '

L— S B -

Returns of Coded Wire Tag Groups

Many other fish bound for the Snake river were intercepted in
consumptive fisheries or wandered into other stream systems where
they were sampled (Table 14).
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~ Table 14: Aduit Returns of Lyons Ferry Steelhead to Locations and Fisheries within the Columbia
River Basin 1936-87 (I smolt to adult survival those numbers .represent).

Taa Code (Brand)

63/32/12  £3[32/13  &3/32f14  £3/32/15  62/16/44  52/16/45  42/16/27-28  62/16/29-30

Location (R&-I3-1)  {RA-1J-2)  (RA-IV-1)  {RA-IV-3) (RA-H-1)  (RA-H-2)  (RA-17-1,3)  (LA-$-1,2)
L.Col. Sport 16(.053) 45(.181)  16(.059)  98(.125) a(.011)
Mid.Col. Sport 14(.048 7.024)  21(.077) 56(.071) |
Zone 6 Net 10(.138)  33(.129)  65(.217)  esl.225)  92(.33%)  23(.085) 147{.187) 36(.047)
L.Ferry Ladder  1{.004)% 30100 770.288)  47(.175)  11{.014) 1(.001)
U.Snake Sport  46(.159)! 86(.287)t 34(.116)  142(.517) 175(.223) 34(.043)
L.Snake Sport 11(.040) | 16(.059}  41(.052) 31(.041)
Priest. R. Dan 6(.020)  S0.010)  4(.015)
Cottonuood CP 53(,067)
Dworshak NFH  1{.004) 2(.008)  2{.006) 3{.011) li.onn
Idzho Sport? 5(.018) aloe  23(.030)
Snake R. Total 48(..167} - 88(.294)  39(.132) 238(.870)  63(.234) 301(.384) 90(.11'5)
Grand Totals 102(.353)  33(.129) 175(.584)  115(.392) 404(1.471) 102(.381) ¢02(.767) 124(.168)

§ tag recoveries are based on sample data collected by several
agencies and forwarded to WDW through each states' tag coordinator.
¥ Indicates that no sasple rate could be obtained and the nuaber listed is for fish collected.

1 Not in-sample sport recoveries.

Huaber listed here is jaw tags returned

to NMFS at L. Granite dam for a $5.00 reward. _
2 Expanded estimates for rivers other than the Snake R.(section 01)- data from kent Ball, IDFG, pers. coan..

We have complete 1 and 2 ocean age returns now for the 1983
and 1984 coded wire tag releases. A summary by release year is
presented in Tables 15 and 16. All fisheries that harvested
significant numbers of fish are listed. A total contribution of
the releases to the Columbia River basin fisheries and escapement
is an important estimate of contribution to the LSRCP area. These
numbers are an indication of our progress toward meeting our
compensation goal of 0.5% smolt to adult survival.
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Returns of 1983 Release LFH steelhead t& Locations in
the Columbia River Basin, 1984-87 (% smolt to adult -
survival those figures represent): .

Table 15.

Tag Code 63/28/38 63/28/39 63/28/40
Fishery Estimated Harvest or Return
‘L. Columbia Sport "36(.073) - 14(.045)
Zone 6 Treaty Net 250(.510) 116¢.348) 119(.381)
Deschutes River:4
Caught 3(.0086) 25(.075) 5(.018)
Escaped —— 28(.084) 20(.064)
LFH ladder 89(.182) 9(.027) 2(.006)
Up. Snake R. Sport 74(.151) 16(.048) 27(.086)
Wallowa Hatchery - 107(.321) 81(.259)
Idaho Sport B 33(.087) 8(.087) -
485(.990) 303¢(.928) 268(.859)

A Harvest and escapement data for 1984 only, ODFW cwt data base.
8  For rivers other than the Snake River.

Table 16. Returns of 1984 Release LFH steelhead to Locations in
the Columbia River Basin, 1985-87 (% smolt to adult
survival those figures represent).

Tag Code 63/32/12 63/32/13 63/32/14 63/32/15
Fishery Estimated Harvest or Return
1. Columbia Sport — —_— 27(.090) ——
Mid-Columbia Sport 14(.048) g — -— 7(.024)
Zone 6 Treaty Net 64(.221) 69(.272) 94(.314) 135(.460)
LFH ladder 3(.010) 3(.012) 2(.007) 5(.017)
Up. Snake R. Sport 46(.159) 57(.224) 104(.347) 61(.208)
Priest Rapids Dam - — 6(.020) 3(.010)
Dworshak NFH 1{.003) - 2(.007) 2(.007)
Deschutes R.* ;

- Idaho Sport 14(.048) 13(.051) 19(.063) 13{.044)
142(.491) 142(,.559) 254(.848) 226(.771)

* Sampling data unavailable .

Passage of adults at Lower Granite Dam has been an important
sampling point for our evaluation study. One additional sampling
tocol used in recent years has been the metallic jaw tag used by NMFS
on coded wire tagged adults coming through the trap at the ladder.
These tags have a $5.00 reward to the angler for returning the tag
with appropriate catch information. Beginning in 1984, we also
utilized the jaw tag to estimate sport exploitation in the
fisheriea above the dam, and also to try and determine how many
wandering steelhead destined for locations below the dam would

A



return to that locale.

affixed,

Table 17 lists passage, number of tags
voluntary sport returns of tags and the exploitation rate

those returns represent for returning 1 and 2-salt age tagged and
branded LFH origin fish. ‘

Table 17.

No.
Sport
Tagged Recover.

Brand

1-SALT AGE
RA-H-1
RA-H-2
RA-17-1
RA-17-3
-LA-8-1
LA-S-2

2-SALT AGE
RA~IJ-1
RA-IJ-2
RA-IV-1
RA-IV-3

Sport Exploitation and other Recoveries of LFH Origin
Steelhead based on Voluntary Jaw tag Hecovery.

No.
Jaw

Passage
429 317
83 52
553 329
468 257
101 71
85 58

-

262 197
228 179
344 274
439 350

53

36
24

20
25
30
31

e e i — e s . s o o, T e

B  Locations of Recoveries:

%
Expl

6.72
3.85
10.94
9.34
12.68
10.35

0.15
13.97
10.95
8.86

A-Dworshak NFH; B-Wawawai Cr.

Other No. and
oit Recover. LocationA
27 26-C,1-D
27 27-C
3 1-E,2-G
1 1-A
1 1-B
2 2—A
3 2~A,1—F
near LGD;

C-Cottonwood Cr.; D-Pahsimeroi H.; E-Lyons Ferry H.;

F-Tucannon H.;

G-Charlie Cr.

8  Includes returns from 1985-86 and 1986-87 run years.

_—_——--—--._—_.-—.-__———..._____-._—_—._.—...____.__-___——_._..___—_.....-—_.—_.—.——-.u..—_——-..‘.__

Discussion

Tra

in

The difference in sex ratios that we documented for wild
adults at Charlie Cr.in 1986 (50/60) and 1987 (75/25) is rather
surprising for the same population of fish.
selectively affected migration of males in 1987, but it was not in

place early enough in 1986 to have any effect,

Our weir may have

Thus, this

difference in sex ratios may be influenced by trapping operations
or may simply reflect variability with a small sample size or small

pPopulation.

It was apparent that some adult steelh

weir in March 1987 until we increased the w

Some of those
We are unable
we apparently

weir site,

2)

fish were later captured whil
to positively determine run size because; 1) in 1986
built the trap after most fish had migrated past the

some fish were ab
during both years,
the trap and remain

ead jumped the trap or

eir height on 7 April.
e returning downstreanm.

le to jump the weir or trap box
and 3) many steelhead were reluctant to enter
ed below the weir to spawn.

We do however, have

reasonableles;imates of the run size above the weir in 1986, and in
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1987 in particular. We are using the total number of fish captured
at the trap as our estimates of run size above the weir each year
(excluding recaptures).

We were unable to positively match most recaptured fish to
their initial capture measurements. Therefore, we were not able to
estimate the mean length of residency for spawning activities
before adults migrated downstream as kelts. Three adults for which
we were able to positively determine spawning duration had remained
above the weir for 8, 12, and 19 days.

The S.F. Asotin Cr. trap was relatively ineffective in
capturing adults. Marny fish jumped the trap until we increased its
height, and other fish found it to be a barrier and returned
downstream. We became concerned in April when our first spawning
survey indicated that few fish resided in the stream above the
Wweir. We opened a portion of the weir to allow passage of steelhead
on 9 April. After that modification most fish were caught above
the weir as emigrating kelts, or carcasses.

The traps need to be redesigned to attract and trap fish
easier. A larger trap box made with wooden pickets would allow
more water through it as attraction flow and it would be harder for
fish to escape. Also, a diagonal fence below the trap and weir
could act as a corral and prevent fish from returning downstream
until they could be netted, or they entered the trap.

We found visibility for counting migrating steelhead in Asotin
Cr. to be quite good over the white fabric. However, we were too
far upstream in the stream system to prevent fish from spawning
near the fabric and confusing our counts. Emigrating kelts also
contributed to confusing counts of migrating steelhead.

Only 2 out-migrating kelts were trapped at the Cottonwood Pond
water intake screen in 1986. We suspect that some adults and
Juveniles were able to pass the intake structure without being
captured until we installed the vertical fence at the intake screen
on 8 or 9 April each year. Trapping should have been 100 %
effective after the installation of the vertical fence. However,
no tests were made to confirm this assumption.

We released our first hatchery smolts at Cottonwood Creek
from the conditioning pond during the spring of 1985. Thus, all
data we collected for wild fish in 1985 - 1987 should have been
fairly representative of wild fish that were not genetically
influenced by our hatchery stocking. Our first returns of adult
hatchery steelhead to Cottonwood Creek occurred during the spring
of 1987. We were unable to obtain run timing during any of the 3
years that the conditioning pond was used. However, in 1987 adults
were observed migrating upstream as early as 10 March while some
kelts were emigrating. Each year it becomes difficult or
impossible for adult steelhead to migrate upstream while water is
diverted into Cottonwood Pond. Some adults are trapped in small
pools in Cottonwood Creek as the stream flow declines during the
spring, or after large freshets. Upstream migrating adults were
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known to have entered Cottonwood Creek in early May 1987 after the
water was no longer diverted into the conditioning pond.

A comparison of the relative run size, based on the numbers of
out-migrating kelts captured at the intake structure, would
indicate that the 1987 run was substantially larger than in 1986
because of the presence of returning hatchery steelhead. The sex
ratio was 1.3 females/male for these hatchery 1 salt returns. The
presence of large hatchery adults (> 70 cm) that we captured would
tend to confirm the results of our scale analysis from creel
surveys that suggests that 1 salt fish may be as large as 81 cm
(Mendel and Schuck 1988). However, none of the tagged fish that
were positively known to be 1 salts were larger than 62 cm, and the
results from our scale samples collected for adults trapped on
Cottonwood Creek are still unavailable.

Cottonwood Creek has become overrun with hatchery fish and
the genetic pool for wild steelhead will soon be swamped. The data
we were able to collect for wild fish in 1986 and 1987 will be
valuable from an historic perspective as well as for comparing with
future influences by hatchery steelhead.

Spawning Surveys

These were the first and second years of gathering reliable
spawning data on these project streams. Spring runoff conditions
determine the success of walking streams. In 1986 conditions were
good. The main Tucannon was slightly high but cold water
temperatures kept visibility good. An early and minimal runoff in
1987 provided excellent visibility and walking conditions.

Our subjective analyses of Tables 12 and 13 indicates the peak
spawning period occurred sometime in the second or third week of
April. Tributaries tend to be slightly later than large streams. A
slight fluctuation in the peak spawning period is to be expected
from year to year, dependent upon spring weather.

A heavy rain and snowmelt in 1987 occurred prior to our
first walk on the Touchet River. It is possible some redds washed
out during that event or were sufficiently altered by high flow to
go unnoticed,

Mainstream counts on the Tucannon River were up significantly in
1987 from 1986, however tributary counts were down from 1988.
Early warm temperatures in 1987 possibly caused early escapement up
into the main streams, and low water levels (due to early runoff)
kept escapement into tributaries down. Such an increase in counts
on the main Tucarnon could also be due to returns from Curl lake
conditioning pond releases (located on the upper Tucannon), or
possibly adult returns to Lyons Ferry Hatchery wandering up the
Tucannon R..

Asotin Creek counts were similar for both years with the
exception of the South Fork. The significant decrease on the
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South Fork is most likely due to the combination of an adult

trap installed in the early spring of 1987 on the creek and an
influx of beavers on the stretch of river below the trap. Very low
redd pumbers during our first spring survey verified our concern
that adults were reluctant to enter the adult trap and be passed.
We therefore opened the trap to allow unrestricted passage for
spawning. Consequently, redd densities increased from 2.0
redds/mi. to 8.4 redds/mi. by 30 April. We observed a gimilar
problem on Charlie Cr.. Redds densities below our trap were 40- .
50/mi. while above the trap they were 6.2-8.9/mi. in 1986 and 1987.

Redd counts are useful as an indication of the extent of
habitat being accessed by fish and for determining relative
densities from year to year. Next year we will make our first
walks on all streams by the end of April.

We are now in the process of redesigning adult traps on Asotin
Creek and Charlie Creek. We require trapping facilities for adult
steelhead on the Tucannon River to estimate escapement and to
agssess the impacts of our stocking programs on the native steelhead
runs. These traps would enable us to estimate spawning escapement
and redds/adult, etc. A more substantial trapping weir than the
present temporary structure at the Tucannon hatchery will be
required to satisfy our needs during high spring flows. We are
currently unable to determine if wandering Tucannon R. released
steelhead are returning te the River to spawn and the percentage of
these fish that are wandering.

Coded Wire Tag Groups and Passage

The actual performance of the various mark groups of LFH
steelhead is very encouraging and it appears that we are close to
meeting our mitigation/ compensation goals. For all the tag codes
listed, we met or exceeded the production escapement goal of 0.5%
survival back to the Columbia River system and met the goal for
escapement to the Snake River. Sampling Lower Columbia River
harvest is crucial to tracking the performance and contribution of
our releases. These fisheries capture substantial percentages of
total returns into the system and are also subject to wide
fluctuations in season length and gear restrictions from year to
year. They could jeopardize ultimate achievement of LSRCP goals if
they expand to their maximum potential. In some instances, these
fisheries are already harvesting in excess of 50% of the total
basin return of a particular tag group. At present, fisheries
directly above and below McNary Dam are not sampled.

Fish passage data collected at Lower Granite dam is very
useful for many reasons. The danm provides an excellent way to
sample adult steelhead under controlled conditions to determine .
their origin by the presence of freeze brands. We have complete
return cycles for LFH released steelhead (1982-83) passing the
facility that indicate we are meeting our steelhead goals for the
hatchery (Table 6). Unfortunately, many of the fish passing the
dam were released down river from the hatchery as smolts and are
exhibiting apparent tendancies as adults to wander considerable
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distances from their point of release. This behavior is also
exhibited by fish released in 1984-85 from the Tucannon Hatchery.

We must conclude that smolt survival from our hatchery has
been at least acceptable as evidenced by very good smolt to adult
survival rates through three release years. Our fish are
contributing to fisheries throughout the lower basin upon their
return but at present, those fisheries have not harvested
sufficient numbers to place LSRCP goals for returning adults in
Jeopardy. We estimate that for run years 1984, 1985 and 1986,
adult returns from Lyon’s Ferry Hatchery smolt releases into
Washington LSRCP waters were 3,515, 6,838 and 6,920 fish,
respectively, to the project area (above Lower Granite Dam or into
an appropriate tributary). These figures are based on return rate
information in Table 6 and do not represent adult returns from
smolts reared for ODFW.

Juvenile Salmonid Populations in Project Rivers

Spring Emigration

A smolt trap box was added to the adult trap in Charlie Cr. on
4 February and trapping continued until the trap was removed on 29
May 1987. Downstream migrating juvenile steelhead were reluctant to
enter our smolt trap in 1986 and concentrated upstream of the weir.
We electrofished this area several times to capture migrants, but
we were unable to evaluate natural timing of the migration for that
year. The first steelhead smolt (or transitional} was captured 16
April, and the last on 28 May, 1986. Our recapture efficiency of 1
group of marked steelhead emigrants was 56 % (33/59) in 1986. We
also had juvenile fish migrating upstream that were captured in the
adult trap box. Most of these were hatchery fish and many were
recaptured several times. The hatchery upstream migrants averaged
16.3 cm in length (n= 19, SD= 2.7) and ranged from 12.6 to 20.1 cm.

We improved the trap design in 1987 and electrofishing was
not necessary to capture migrants. Trap efficiency for 2 groups of
marked downstream migrants was 40.9 % (9 of 22) in early April and
79.3 % (23 of 29) in late April. Most transitionals and smolts
migrated downstream during April 1987 (Fig. 18).

Mean length of wild steelhead smolts on Charlie Creek wasg
approximately 15.5 cm during both 1986 and 1987 {(Table 18).
Transitionals and smolts ranged in size from 12.1 to 21.8 cm
during the two years. Length frequencies of smolts and parr are
presented in Figs. 17 & 18. The relation of length to weight for
transitionals and smolts is presented for 1986 in Appendix K.

Scale analysis for 1986 indicates that most downstream migrants are
age 2+, but a few fish migrate after their first or even third year
(Table 19). Our 1987 scale samples were not read in time for
inclusion in this report,
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Figure 16. Timing of downstream migrants captured at the weir and trap
on Charlie Creek, 1987.
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Table 18. Daily Juvenile Steelhead Emigrants Captured during
Spring Seasons at the Weir Trap on Charlie Creek, 1986

and 1987.
 tetar T mean T
# of mesn weight # of
fish length std. {gms.) std. hatchery X of
(n) (mm. )} dev. (n) " dev. fish total
N - - -
Parr 125  s8a.4 22.3 12.9 7.5 o 0.2
Transition 122 152.7 14.5 éi?% 10.6 2 39.2
Smolt 52 160.9 13.3 ég?; 10.5 0 16.7 |
' (42)
Precocial 1 - - -— - 1 ——=
Resident 3 166.3 20.3 47.0 19.5 0 1.0
Unknown 4 139.3 43.4 lé?% 11.2 1 1.3
Total 3T <
1987

Parr 107 104.3% 14.1 -—= —— - 15.8
Transition 385 144.9 15.2 29.3 8.2 | 57.0
Smolt 169 156.3 16.6 ii?i 19.5 -— 25.0
Precocial 3 207.6 26.1 £Ei) -——= 2¢ 0.4
Resident 6 146.5 18.8 —— - - 0.8
Unknown 5 141.8 8.4 ——— -—- -— 0.7
Total 675

A For 1986 a total of 51 upst;;am Ezgrants_;erenagptured (12 Eg;;j

22 transitional, 3 precocious, 1 resident, and 5 unknown).
One Bull trout was captured while electrofishing above
the traps.
49 recaptured fish were included in this total.
Mean length was calculated using 101 lengths. Actual total is 107.
One fish inadvertently excluded and 6 fish >135mm as defined for
parr.
€ One of these two hatchery fish was an upstream migrant and the only
juvenile upstream migrant captured in 1987.

D This total contains 33 recaptures (8 smolts, 1 resident, and 24
transitionals). One Bull trout was captured as a downstream
migrant; and is not included in the total.

o

51



Number of Fish

Number of ish

22 -
20 -
18 -
18 —
14 -
12 -
-
-
0.""
4 -

2 -

| Parr

C =]

R NNAARARRRARNE

D
8 NONNNMNNNNNY

AN

TOAMYNNNNY

7 a
ZiZm7 0

[A

7
;
]

oth

T
3

Qo

110 120 130

140

180

TOUEIEVE VRN VARV RN RN VA NANY
AR NN NN NNY
rNNRANRRRRRRRNNANNY
INANNANNNNNNANN

ANANNNNNNY

Smolts

%

n =174

X = 155.2 mm

Sb = 14.7

walwalvalral e

1
e

wh
[~}

180 170

{
§
kS
3
H

13

180

190 200

210

220 .

Figure 17. Length frequencies of wild steelhead smolts (or transitiona;s)
and wild parr captured on Charlie Ck, 1986.

-

52



N m |

B NN L3 i

-1 Ty # |

¥ AW 37" S

Iy o

Ny AN\

Ty £ § ey

. =h ————
\

I |” s | e

NN\ 8 BN NANANAAANY

mmmwm.

mm-

Lo S R IR ol o R

4sjj {0 JequannN Y3l 40 JeQUNN

180 170 iac 190 200 210 220 230

Fork Length (mm)

Length frequencies of wild steelhead smolts (or transitionals)
53

~and wild parr captured on Charlie Ck, spring 1987,

110 120 130 140 150

Figure 18,



E

Table 18. Fresh Water Age of Juvenile Steelhead-Emigrants
Captured at the Trap on Charlie Creek, spring 1985.

wild fish
fresh water age ; total
————————————————— : ¥ # of # of
1+ 2+ 34+ regenerated unk. samples’
# of fish 1 39 6 A 17 2 65 B
mean fork - 15.6 = 17.9 - C - -
length (cm) - '
std.dev. -~ 1.6 2.2 - - -
meen wt.(g) -- - 37.8 ¢ 55.0 .  -- - -
std.dev —— 12.1 19.4 — - -

A Includes 1 fish classified as a resident rainbow.
B Plus 1 hatchery fish and 1 bull trout {(29.7 cm)
C n = 35 fish that were weighed.

The Asotin floating trap was installed by mid afternoon on 3
April 1986. Water velocities in the mouth of the trap averaged 4.5
ft./sec. on 3 April, although surface velocities at the yoke were
6.2 ft/sec. By the next morning 14 small salmonids of undetermined
species were captured. On 5 April both chinook salmon migrants and
steelhead parr were captured. Few steelhead smolts or
transitionals were captured during the trapping season, but parr
and chinook were common (Table 20). We removed the trap on $ June.

Chinook salmon migrants were captured at the rate of about 16
fish per day for the firast 4 days the trap was operated in April,
but that declined to about 1 fish per day during mid May and early
June. Length/frequency distribution of the 181 captured chinook is
bimodal, and the relation of length to weight is highly variable
(Appvendix L). On 7 April we clipped left ventral fins on 13
chinook salmon and released them 1.2 miles upstream at the Forks
Bridge. None of these fish were ever recaptured.

Steelhead parr were captured nearly every day during the
entire trapping season, with the peak of 127 parr occurring on 22
May. The average number of parr was 8 per day (SD = 3.6, n=18
days) in April and 53 per day in late May (SD = 33.2, n = 13).

Also, the size range of fish classified as parr 1ncreased in May to
include fish > 95mm and fish < 62 mm. Only 2 smolts were captured
prior to 29 April when 23 adipose clipped smolts were found in the
trap. Hatchery smolts had been released upstream on 28 April. The
trap was not operational from the afternoon of 29 April until 12
May to allow hatchery smolts to migrate from the stream.

54



Other species were captured in the trap also (Appendix M).
Dace were the most common non-salmonid captured. The numbers of
dace in April were low (about 5 per day) and peaked on 28 May (at
138 fish), when dace 11 cm long were found to be full of eggs (mean
fork length for 2 groups of fish from 29 and 30 May were 10.186
cm,SD = 1.15, n=16, and 11.14 cm, SO = 1.30, n=15, respectively).

Table 20. Salmonids captured at the floating incline plane trﬁp
on Asotin Creek, spring 1986.

Steelhead Chinook
Parr Smolt 4 total Parr Smolt 4 total
# of fish 858 © 35 ap3 o 16 129 181 €
mean fork 76.98 ¢ ——— - 6l1.12 86.97 84.24
length (mm)
Std. Dev. —— —— —-—— - 15.05 7.08 11.20
8ize range 47-108 75-178 F  ——- 46-87 65-107 ———
(mm)
mean weight 4.37 G - —— - 6.8 -
(g}
Std. Dew. ———— —— —— —_— 2.0 ~——
(n) (100)

A Includes smolts and transitionals; 7 wild and 28 adipose
clipped fish included as steelhead smolts.

B Includes 4 adipose clipped parr.

C April weighted mean fork length = 77.04amm, SD = B.39,
range 62-95 mm (n = 98 fish from randomly selected days),
May weighted mean fork length = 76.96mm, SD = 8.96,
range = 47-106mnm.

D Includes 10 rainbow trout of unknown classification.

E Includes 36 chinook of unknown classification.

F Size range for wild fish; size range range for hatchery fish
is 11.6~-22.1 cm, mean = 18.73 cm, SD = 2.77, n = 27 fish.

G April weighted mean wt. = 4.31 g, SD = 1.72, n = 88.

May weighted mean wt. = 4.42 g., 8D = 1.65, n = 102.

Trapping operations were conducted at the Cottonwocod C.P.
intake screen from 22 March until 1 May and 30 March to 29 April
1986 and 1987, respectively. Slight modifications were made to
trapping procedures each year to improve survival at the trap. A
vertical wire fence was placed at the downstream edge of the intake
screen on 8 and 9 April 1986 and 1987, respectively, to insure
capture of all downstream migrants.
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The migration of smolts and transitionals had a

proncunced peak in 1986 than in 1987 (Figs.

19,20).

comprised a larger component of the out-migration in

1987.

captured in 1986 (Table 21).

Wild ocut-migrants comprised 88.5 % of the 374
Most wild out-migrants

over 2 years old, but many fish had spent 3 years in
All hatchery fish were
Mean fork lengths varied significantly for

before migrating (Table 22).
old by scale analysis.
different age groups of migrants (ANOVA, F =
3,63) although only mean fork length of wild 2 year olds’

1,847,

more
Alsc, Parr
1886 than in
Juveniles

in 1986 were
fresh water
aged as 1 year

p<0.0005, df =
was

significantly different than for other age groups of wild fish, or

hatchery fish (p<0.01 - Appendix N).

Wild out-migrants comprised 69.7 % of the 545 juveniles

captured in 1987 (Table 23).

Mean fork lengths for

were much smaller than for hatchery smolts captured

screen. However,
1986 and 1987 (Fig.

21).
not available for this report.

mean lengths for wild smolts were
Analysis of scale samples

wild smolts
at the intake
similar for
for 1987 were

Table 21. Results of Juvenile Steelhead Emigrant Trapping at

- the Cottonwood Conditioning Pond Intake Screen, spring 1986.

hatchery wild
parr A smolt ? precoc.® unk ° parr A smolt B precoc. unk F

# of fish 5 22 13 3 76 254 0 1
% of total 1.3 6.6 3.9 0.9 23.0 76.7 0.0 0.3
mean fork 22.1 19.5 21.7 — 13.3 16.6 -— -
length (cm)
std. dev. 4.2 2.1 2.9 — 2.9 2.4 — —

A Parr = brightly colored, parr marks distinct, includes resident trout.
B Includes 14 smolts and 8 transitional (2 branded smolts included).
No signif. diff. in mean lengths between smolts and trans.
Transitional = silvery but parr marks still obvious, no banding
on tail. Smolt = silvery, little or no parr marks, and banding

on tail.

C Precocial = ripe, brightly colored trout; includes 1 RA-17~1 and

1 LA-5-2 ? brand.

D 2 hatchery ? smolts — no marks but deformed dorsal fins, plus

1 fish either trans. or smolt.
E 140 transitiomals, 112 smelts, and 2 fish either smolts or trans.
F 1 unknown hatchery or wild smolt.
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Table 22. Scale Analysis from Juvenile Steelhead Emigrants
Caught at the Cottonwood Conditioning Pond Intake
Screen, 1986.

wild fish
fresh water age
1+ 2+ 3+ regenerated hatchery total
# of fish 5 29 23 12 A 10 & Bl ©
mean fork '
length (cm) 19.8 15.5 18.9 ~— 19.1 o -
std.dev. 0.79 1.71 1.94 -— 2.69 -

A Includes 2 samples with no scales.
B 8 fish were aged as 1+ in freshwater and 1 sample was
regenerated. Also, 1 fish (26.1 cm) was aged as 4 yrs. old..
C This sample includes 2 fish confiscated from anglers
fishing the Grande Ronde River (22 & 27cm), one fish
was branded with RA-17-3 and other brand unreadable.
D Sample size = 8 fish aged as 1+.

Emigrating steelhead were trapped on the Tucannon River during
each month the trap was operational. Table 24 summarizes results
of the trapping. Mark/recapture tests were conducted to estimate
trapping efficiency for each month. Two different marks were used
to assess short distance (300m) recapture efficiency and long
distance (l10Km) recapture. Most of the efficiency percentages
listed in Table 25 are based on short distance recaptures. The
large number of marks released in June were disregarded because of
erratic trapping after their release. Also, no marking was done in
November, so average trapping efficiency for the other months
(0.12421) was applied for estimating emigration in November and
June. Figure 22 shows estimated parr and smolt/transitional
emigration by month for the trapping period. Trapping efficiency
on hatchery origin steelhead released from Curl Lk. conditioning
pond was computed on total number captured, divided by total
release or 389/162,201 = 0.0024. Even with a 10X residualism rate
assumed for the release, the trap efficiency would raise to only
.0027, a fraction of the estimated efficiency for wild steelhead.
Average length for hatchery fish caught was 196.2 mm + SD=14.9
(n=98). Table 24 summarizes estimated emigration by month by life
stage for the trapping season. Parr accounted for as high as 92.7%
of trapped fish in June with smolt/transitional emlgratlon peaking
in Aprll, Figure 22.
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Table 23. Juvenile Steelhead Emigrants Trapped at the Cottonw%od
Conditioning Pond Intake Screen, spring 1987.

hatchery wild

parr 4 smolt B resid. © unk parr smolt © resid. unk

# of fish 2 E 112 47 4 F 49 306 24 1¢

% of total 0.37 20.5 8.62 0.73 8.99 56.15 4.4 -

range in -—=  136- 155- —-— 92- 123- 135- ——
length 280 345 130 245 162
mean fork -— 188.3 231.5 -—  114.3 163.1 142.5 —
length (cm)
std. dev. -— 29.7 47.5 ——— 10.96 21.59 7.16 —
(n) (2) (112) (47) — (49) (3086) (24) -—
range in — 2B.5- 20- —— 7.5-25 19-179 20-50 -—
weight 237 280
mesn weight -— 62.2 95.8 -— 14.2 40.4 27.5 —
(g)
std. dev. -—  37.2 58.4 —— 3.65 20.2 7.45 —
(n) (1) (108) (41) - (49) (282) (23) —
A Parr = brightly colored, <135mm, and parr marks distinct.
B Consists of 37 transitional and 75 smolts.
C Includes 3 milting males at 252,296,& 195 cms.
D Consists of 155 transitional and 151 smolts.
E 11.0 & 12.8 cm adipose clipped fish.
F 5 unclassified hatchery fish (20.7, 29.2, 25.8, 20.0, & 23.0cm).
G 1 unclassified wild fish (15.0cm).

Table 24. Emigration of Tucannon River Wild Steelhead by Life
Stage by Month (Estimated Total Passage) 1986-87.

Parr Transitional Smolts
. Month #fish #fish #fish Totals
Nov. 886 428 526 301 1255
Dec. 2324 2440 1383 6147
Jan. 87 1332 2725 254 4311
Feb. 281 494 29 804
Mar. 112 274 48 434
Apr. 177 3386 1140 1653
May 371 502 G46 1819
June 903 D 71 974
Totals 5928 7297 4172 17397
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Figure 23, Length-frequencies for wild smolt/transitionals captured
at the intake screen for Cottonwood Conditioning Pond, springs
of 1986 and 1987.
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Table 25. WDF Tucannon River Smolt Trapping Data for Steelhead, 1986-87

Average Length

Days of Fish Captured # of Fish % A _Smolt/Tran, Parr

Month Operat. Hat. Wild Marked Recapt. Trap Effic. length SD (n) length 8D
Nov. 86 L 156 0 0 0.12421* 101.7 10.7 26

Dec. 20 232 54 2 6.03774 101.8 17.8 69 93.3 11.6
Jan. 87 - 9 479 126 14 0.11111 105.0 11.1 94 91.8 11.7
Feb. 18 134 84 14 0.16667 104.8 10.5 54 88.9 G.4
March 28 31 14 1 0.07143 99.3 18.9 20 87.9 16.9
April 30 68 248 40 6 0.15000 152.3 24.7 155 100.9 17.5
May 31 321 379 24 5 0.20833 144.8 25.2 178 67.2 24.6
June 25 6 121 X X 0.12421* 151.3 42.56 7 46.9 5.3
Totals 389 1,659 343 42 0.124218
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A # recaptured/# marked ¥ 100 = % trap efficiency.
* No estimate of trap efficiency available, average from Dec.- May used.
B Average Trap efficiency: n=6, SD=0.06
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Summer Densities

Electrofishing site locations are presented in Appendix 0. Qur
electrofishing samples were collected between mid July and early
September 1986. Habitat data are reported in Appendix P. Water
quality and substrate data, as well as estimates of the percent run
and percent pool, cover types, and percent eroding banks at most
sites were collected, but are not reported here. The data are
available in our files if desired.

We used length-frequencies to determine ages of gamefish for
age-specific population and density estimates (Appendix Q). Data
used for calculating salmonid density estimates are presented in
Appendix R. Estimated densities from electrofishing are presented
in Table 26. Biomass estimates are in Appendix S. A length-weight
curve had to be used to estimate some weights for the N. Fork of
Asotin Creek (Appendix T). Snorkeling estimates of salmonid
densities are presented in Table 27. The relative abundance of non
salmonid fish are presented in Appendix U. Stream discharge:
measurements taken during our juvenile sampling are reported in
Appendix J.

Trout population densities for 1+ and older trout on the upper
N. Fork of Asotin Creek varied significantly (H=7.0, n=3,3,2,2,
p<0.05) by habitat type (Table 28). Runs had significantly higher
densities of trout than riffles (p<0.1l, q=2.59, k=4), although
densities of trout were not significantly different between any
other habitat types (p>0.1).

Length—-frequencies for rainbow trout captured at sites
electrofished by WDF are presented in Appendix V. Population
density data for game fTish collected by WDF are alsoc included.
Densities for ages 0+ and 1+ rainbow trout were similar (Kruskal
Wallis H=3.386, n=5,2,2, p>0.1) for runs, pools, and riffles within
the Wilderness (above Panjab Creek) portion of the Tucannon River
(Table 29), as well as for age 1+ rainbows (H=4.18, n=6,6,6,86,
p>0.1) among 5 habitat types within the HMA (Panjab to WDW Habitat
Mgmt. Area headquarters).

WDF personnel captured many bull trout of about age 1+ size
within the Wilderness and Panjab Creek, while larger bull trout
predominated in the HMA and Hartsock portions of the Tucannon River
(Appendix V).

Total rainbow trout densities are similar for 1985 and 1986
for sites electrofished both years within the Wilderness portion of
the Tucannon River. However, densities in 1986 in the Hartsock
portion of the Tucannon River for the 2 sites electrofished in 1985
far exceed those of 1985 (Table 30).
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Table 286. Salmonid Density Estimates (number of fish/100 m2 and
95 % confidence limits) for Sites Electrofished in 1986.

RAINBOW TROUT OTHER
Age 0+ Age >= 1+ Total RRBT species b

Site 4 #/100m2 CIL #/100m2 CL #/100m=2 CL #/100m2 CL

GRANDE RONDE WATERSHED

SFW 106.9 1.4 3.3 1.0 15.0 1.9 CH 1.7 % ——
bV 1.5 % ——

CR1 15.9 2.9 7.7 ¥ — 28.8 x —- DV 0.5 % -

CR2 34.2 x — 4.8 ¥ —- 39.0 * --

WE1 20.2 2.9 4.8 - 27.1 -

Co1 41.9 8.8 18.9 11.4 61.2 7.4

co2 51.2 13.1 4]1.8 1.9 101.8 9.1

RAl 110.3 5.0 23.4 1.7 134.8 5.8 CH 1.1 -

RAZ 6l1.2 11.7 33.5 1.5 93.7 8.9

RA3 0.0 0.0 23.6 2.1 23.6 2.1

RA4 23.1 0.0 15.4 3.1 38.5 1.5

TUCANNON R. TRIBUTARIES

PA2 20.1 3.4 7.8 1.6 30.2 5.3

PAl 15.4 0.9 8.9 2.0 24,3 1.8 BK 0+ 3.2 0.0
BK 1+ 0.8 0.0
TOT 4.0 0.0

PA3 8.6 1.4 1.3 0.0 9.9 1.3 BK 0+ 12.5 1.5
BK 1+ 6.6 -
TOT 21.0 5.1
DV 2.5 0.0

PAN1 18.4 5.0 22.1 0.6 39.3 2.6

PAN2 10.6 0.0 20.0 3.1 30.1 1.8

PAN3 4.4 x —- 77.2 % —— 8l.6 x --

ASOTIN CEK. TRIBUTARIES

SAC3 B1.0 5.6 34.7 0.9 115.8 5.0

SACSH 104.2 4.9 20.0 5.6 124.8 5.7

NA2 12.1 0.0 15.2 4.6 27.3 2.4 CH 9.1 0.0

NA3 36.7 19.4 52.0 1.7 87.2 5.4 CH 16.8 -

NA4 19.1 2.3 15.1 4.9 35.3 5.7

NAS 48.9% 27.4 61.1 13.8 111.6% 28.4 CH 4.6 0.0

NAG 23.3 3.4 50.8 0.8 74.1 2.3

NA7 31.7 1.5 7.6 0.0 39.3 1.4

NAB 34.0 4.5 70.2 3.6 106.4 7.2 CH 4.5 % -

NA9 50.4 1.1 52.86 3.1 103.1 2.9 CH 6.6 % -

NAS2 48.0 0.0 27.4 — 75.4 11.0

NAS3 27.8 - 27.8 0.0 55.6 7.0

A SFW= S.Fork Wenaha in NE Oregon (coop. w/ODFW), CR= Crooked Ck.,
WE= Wenatchee Ck., Co= Cougar Ck, RA= Rattlesnake Ck, PA= Pataha
Ck, PAN= Panjab Ck, SAC= S.Fork Asotin Ck. Control, NA= N. Fork
Asotin Ck, NAS= N. Fork Asotin Ck. in a side channel.

* = 60 % reduction between rasses, used sum of passes for minimum
density estimate, should be used with caution.

B DV = Bull Trout, CH = Chinook Salmon, BK = Brook Trout.
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Table 27. Fesults of shnorkeling counts on the Tucannon and Touchet
rivers, September 1986,

sita me.an Bensity ¥
Stream Length widhh Area (Fish/100 m2>
{(Date) Location Habitat Cmd Cmd <ml Parr legals CH BT WF ov
N.F. Aurora Orchards riffla 62.0 8./2 599. 76 4.3 — - —— 0.17 —-
Touchst K. -top of site i=
(9-19--RE) 56 m above center run 108.25  11.21 1,213.48 25.3 0.58 - 1.98 1.65 --
or road at bridge
Tucsnrnon B. HMA — Camp 9 riffle 28.5 10.25 292.12 5.5 e 2.4 — - -
(3-1B-8&1 - top of aite is
35 m upstreoam 14 162.7 Q.1v 1,492.32 r.1 4.0 # 10.25 -= 0.33 0.27
of Big 4 ocutlet .
(3-1B8-B&> Curl Lake uns rS.20 11.21 B43.87 16.5 2.4 # 43,61 ~—- g.24 0.59

= upstrean of Curl glide
lake outlet

(9-18-3E) = bouldetr plasement boulder 111.75 10,47 1,170.58 10,6 2.2 # i11.81 — - 0.85
below Curl lake riffle
intaka

Fs pare = rainbow trout of age 0 + and | + =ize, legaels *= >150 mm, CH = chinook parr,

BT = Brown trout, WF = uhite fish, OV = Bull trout.
# hatchery rAdipose Clipped) steelhead smolts included.

66



"...-L.h_‘:,....a‘

e T e i

Table 28.

Compariseon of Rainbow Trout Densities (# of fish/100 m2>
by Habitat Type on the Upper N. Fork of Asotin Creek,
Summer 1986.

Age 0O+ Age 1+
side side
pool run riffle channel pool run riffle channel
12.1 3B.7 19.1 48.0 15.2 52.0 15.1 27.4
25.4 48.9 31.7 27.8 48.7 61.1 7.6 27.8
50.4 34.0 - - 52.6 70.2 - -
X = 29.3 39.9 25.4 37.8 38.8 6l.1 11.3 27.6
Sh= 19.4 7.9 8.9 14.3 20.6 9.1 5.3 G.3
Table 29. Comparison of Rainbow Trout Densities (# of fish/100 m2’
by Habitat Type on the Upper Tucannon River, Summer 1986.
Age 0+ Age 1+
boulder side boulder side
pocol run riffle groups chan. pool run riffle groups chan.
HMA _
6.6 21.1 49.4 15.0 i7.0 3.2 6.7 4.1 6.0 25.4
6.3 19.1 36.4 18.1 23.8 7.7 18.2 14.4 10.7 9.5
11.6 13.8 13.8 14.4 7.8 25.8 8.2 3.8 34.7 3.9
14.6 11.9 17.9 14.4 1s.2 18.9 21.7 8.4 14.4 4.8
9.5 26.6 14.4 11.8 3.1 18.9 4.0 11.86 26.2 13.7
38.1 14.3 22.8 22.1 16.7 15.4 15.6 11.3 22.1 16.7
X=14.4 17.8 25.7 15.8 20.6 16.86 12.1 8.9 17.3 13.2
Sh= 12.0 5.5 14.3 3.5 10,4 10.0 7.4 4.3 .2 7.3
WILDERNESS
10.5 19.4 13.3 — —-— 9.6 22.8 13.9 - -
6.4 33.0 17.0 — — 22.4 16.5 4.6 — -
5.7 — — — — 18.5 -~ - — —
24.5 — - - - 14.4 — — - -
15.4 — - - — 17.6 — — - -
X=12.5 26.2 15.1 - - 16.5 19.6 9.2 — —-—
sD= 7.7 9.6 2.6 — — 4.8 4.4 6.6 — -
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Table 30. Comparisons of densities of total rainbow trout for
sites electrofished by WDF personnel in both 1985
and 1986, Tucannon River (sites renamed in 19886).

1985 1986
site # fish/ 100 m2 site # fish/ 100 m2
Wilderness
2.2 24.1 3 49.6
2.4 48.9 5 24.2
3.3 43.1 10 41.3
3.4 16.1 11 38.9
4.2 25.2 14 27.1
7 17.6 19 21.0
10 20.3 21 28.8
mean = 27.9 33.0
Hartsock
U7 44.0 Hart 2 80.1
TU8 36.8 Hart 3 53.8
mean = 40.4 66.95

Eight of 9 sites electrofished in the Wilderness section of
the Tucannon River, 5 of 6 sites on Panjab Creek, and 23 of 30
sites within the HMA contained adipose clipped (includes branded
and LV clipped) steelhead smolts that had residualized after
release from Curl Lake. All brands were 1986 releases (RA-IT-1 or
3) in the Tucannon H. system. Adipose clipped steelhead comprised
36 ¥ (mean FL=187.0mm, SD=24.7, n=17) of all rainbows >140 mm in
the Wilderness, 83.9 % > 135mm (mean FL= 178.0mm,SD=21.3, n=26) in
Panjab €Creek, and 26.9 % > 135mm (mean FL 169.5mm, SD= 24.67,
n=103) captured in the HMA by WDF electrofishing. Most fish >
191mm captured by WDF in Panjab and the Wilderness section were of
hatchery origin. We found 50 % of the rainbow trout > 135 mm (mean
FL=191.6, SD=22.7, n=24) captured by electrofishing in upper Panjab
were residualized hatchery origin steelhead smolts. Even in the
upper N. Fork of Asotin Creek we found that 51.6 % of all rainbow
trout > 160mm (mean FL=202.6mm, SD=22.1, n=16) were of hatchery
origin, either as residualized smolts or fish stocked as catchable
size trout.

Discussion
Trappin

Transitionals and smolts from Charlie Cr. are not always
mutually exclusive classifications; they are of similar sizes, and
we considered both as active emigrasnts. Therefore, they are
probably artificial separations and the results for these two
categories were considered together. We believe that we had 90 -
100 %X trapping efficiency in our emigrant trapping activities
because the entire stream was blocked and no gaps were apparent
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where fish could pass. However, our tests of trapping efficiency
were much lower than we expected. We believe that some of the
marked migrants that we took upstream may have; 1) died, 2) not
been actively migrating, or 3) been missed upon recapture. These
factors would produce an underestimate of our trapping efficiency.
Our trap did not work well in 1986 and most fish were caught by
electrofishing above the weir. Some parr, as well as 1 bull trout,
that we captured by electrofishing above the trap may not have been
migrating through the area but residing there. By increasing the
width of the chute and trap box in 1987 we were able to trap more
effectively. Electrofishing was unnecessary to capture fish that
vear and probably presents a more representative picture of the
size and timing of migrants in Charlie Creek.

Our scale samples were taken throughout the trapping period
but they were not taken as a truly random sample for statistical
analysis, and therefore may or may not be representative of the
population of migrant steelhead smolts.

We experienced severe problems with the operation and
reliability of the floating trap on Asotin Cr. Many days the trap
was either sunk, or we had high mortality in the live box, because
of a small amount of debris. When we tried to anticipate the
debris load we often found the trap the next day without any flow
into the live box. Mortality of captured fish was not consistent
or correctable by any of our modifications to the trap. Because of
the inconsistency of our trap we are not able to present graphs of
run timing nor could we not obtain any estimate of trap efficiency

for steelhead parr or chinook salmon.

It appears that the peak of chinook salmon migration was
occurring, or had occurred, by the onset of our trapping in early
April. Numbers of chinook captured each day declined substantially
after 12 April. The bimodal length-frequency distribution for
chinook is caused primarily by the outmigration of parr in June.
All chinook captured after 28 May were classified as parr (50 % of
all parr were captured after 28 May, and >81 % of total parr
captured were captured on, or after, 13 May).

The numbers of steelhead parr that we captured om Asotin Cr.
was unexpected. It is possible that parr are also migrating during
other months of the year as well as during those months that we
trapped. We were unsuccessful in capturing wild steelhead
smolts/transitionals. These fish are obviously able to avoid the
trap because of their large size.

This was the first year for the WDF smolt trap in a new
location on the Tucannon River to try and improve trapping
efficiency (Seidel and Bugert,1987). Trapping efficiency greatly
improved for wild steelhead (it was unmeasurable in 1986) but
remained extremely low for hatchery released fish. We presume that
most hatchery smolts are capable of either avoiding the trap or
swimming out of the trap because of their greater size and swimming
ability. Smaller wild fish are more effectively trapped.
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The WDF trap captured large numbers of parr emigrants. Parr
averaged 92.6 mm from December through April. Transitionals and
some smolts dominated the emigration in December through March, and
averaged only 102.7nm. It is possible that parr becanme
transitionals during these months, but it is unlikely that they
grew enocugh to become smolts by April and May (when the average
smolt or transitional averaged between 145-152mm).

The estimates of emigration have been included here for
informative purposes but are not likely very accurate. Trapping
efficiency fluctuated considerably over the season and the standard
deviation for mean trapping efficiency was 50% of the average.
Because of this large deviation we did not provide confidence
limits. We believe that with additional mark/recapture tests and
subsequent year’s trapping data, the information could be very
useful in assessing smolt production. It does not appear to be
useful in estimating hatchery fish emigration or allow us to
determine residualism in the system. Trapping efficiency in future
years will be evaluated for estimating residualism.

Some hatchery fish from the 1985 and 1985 Cottonwood C.P.
releases moved upstream and remained in Cottonwcod Creek until the
following year before migrating. The timing of the emigration in
1986 and 1987 appears to be nearly a month earlier than in 1985,
when the first of 225 emigrants was noted on 8 May. It could be
that many of the migrants passed the intake screen unnoticed prior
to 8 May in 1985. The hatchery contribution to the juvenile
emigration became much more significant in 1987 than in 1986 and
hatchery smolts were consistently larger than wild smolts.
Hatchery parr in 1986 were generally large fish that in 1987 were
classified as resident. Many residual hatchery fish in 1987 were
ripe males.

Summer Densities

We are uncertain about the separation of age 0+ rainbow or
brook trout from length-frequency histograms for Pataha Creek. It
appears there may have been very poor production in Pataha Cr. in
1986 based on the small number of fish in the 0+ age class. . We
were unable to verify ages for specific lengths because our scale
samples are not yet analyzed. Therefore, we assumed that 0+ .aged
- rainbow trout were < 102mm, and 0+ age brook trout were < 100mm.
Brook trout density exceeds that of rainbow trout at site PA3. This
is the only known naturally reproducing population of brook trout
in southeast Washington.

We attempted to electrofish all tributaries of the Grande
Honde River within Washington State to learn about rainbow/
steelhead distribution and species composition within this
drainage. We also wanted to examine populations that are not
stocked, and presumably not heavily fished, to contrast with most
streams in southeast Washington. We found moderate densities of
trout and few large fish in our limited sample of sites in the
Wilderness. Rainbow/steelhead trout were in every location we
electrofished in 1986, even in areas of Cougar Creek and Grouse
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Creek with gradients in excess of 8-10 % (we only qualitatively
electrofished Grouse Creek). We were unable to either
differentiate between steelhead or resident trout or to delineate
their distribution within these drainages. The steep gradients in
the upper portions of some of these small tributaries would
preclude adult steelhead trout use, but these stream sections may
be ascended by age 1+ and older steelhead for rearing. They may
also contain resident trout only. Genetic comparisons may be the
only means to differentiate between steelhead in the lower
drainages and resident trout in the upper drainages.

Our experimentation with the feasibility of snorkeling for
species composition and density estimates was successful. We were
able to sample larger stream sections than with electrofishing and
Wwe got a better idea of habitat use by fish species and age groups.
We may obtain better density estimates for fish over 150mm by
snorkeling than by electrofishing, but we have not directly
compared the two techniques. Zero age rainbow trout would
undoubtedly be under-estimated because of their small size and
their habit of remaining in very shallow water or near the
substrate. We intend to use snorkeling in the future for larger,
deeper sites but we need to calibrate the results of the two
techniques by making a direct comparison of density estimates from
the same sites.

Few gamefish over 200 mm were captured at any sites. Most of
the larger trout that were captured on Panjab Creek, the Tucannon
River, the N. and S. Forks of Asotin Creek, and Rattlesnake Creek
were of hatchery origin. Again, this verifies our previous
contention that the steelhead stocking program is affecting more
than our target streams and the specific stream areas receiving
smolt plants (Schuck and Mendel 1987).

Catchable Trout Program

Production

Production of legal or catchable size rainbow trout at the
Lyons Ferry/Tucannon complex totaled 253,951 fish weighing 86,548
pounds in 1986 and 203,772 fish weighing 71,614 pounds in 1987.

The cumulative average weight for catchable trout was 2.9 fish/1lb
and 2.85 fish/pound for 1986 and 1987 respectively. Appendix W
gives a listing of streams and lakes in southeast Washington which
received compensation plan plantings, the number and pounds of fish
they received, and the number of different stockings into each
water. Total compensation plan production would be 84,000 pounds
of fish total, with 3,100 pounds of catchable fish and 100,000
fingerling provided to Idaho. 'The program accounted for about 103%
of that goal in 1988 and 85% of the goal in 1987 with a full
compliment of catchable sized and fingerling fish raised for Idaho.
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CONCLUSIONS

Wild smolts from the Tucannon closely match the size of fish
from the Asotin Creek system (see Asotin Cr. Trapping) and the
large parr emigration appears to occur from both mainstem systems,
but not from the small tributaries (see Cottonwood and Charlie
Cr.’s Trapping). We are unsure at present whether this parr
emigration is in response to habitat limitations in the system or a
pre—smolt response that provides fish to the Snake River for
rearing prior to smolt emigration in a subsequent year.

Objective 1: Fish cultural practices at the hatchery did not
changed significantly over previous years. Operation of the
hatchery however changed to accommodate the addition of the final
conditioning pond in Dayton on the Touchet River. Moving fish to
conditioning ponds in early March places some additional work load
on the hatchery in spring but lessens work and transport problems
later in April when all the fish have to be outplanted. All
steelhead grew to acceptable smolt size and converted food fed at
or above target levels.

Beginning in 1987, a new stock of summer steelhead was

released at Lyons Ferry Hatchery. Insufficient numbers of either
the Wallowa or Wells stock origin adults returned to the hatchery
trap to allow selective spawning of known origin fish. We had

designated the Wallowa stock fish as primarily an upper river stock
(Grande Ronde R., Asotin Cr.)} and could no longer depend on Wells
hatchery for the remainder of our egg needs. We therefore utilized
fish returning to the hatchery trap that spawned between 7 February
and 30 March. These fish were a mixture of predominately "A run™

hatchery origin females and males. A percentage of wild fish were
present in those spawned and numbers of one and two ocean age
adults were about equal. Numbers of fish spawned weekly were

roughly representative of the spawning curve {(fewer fish early and
late with the majority of spawned fish occurring in the middle of
the period).

We recognized that our selection of adults to spawn may not
have been optimum for any one of the tributary rivers which would
ultimately be receiving the smolts. However, trapping facilities
are not currently available on any of those rivers, and need
demanded the use of existing facilities.

Disease at Lyons Ferry has not been a problem. Minor
outbreaks of coldwater disease at LFH, and IHN at the Tucannon
Hatchery have not caused serious mortality. Rearing pond mortality
at Lyons Ferry has been surprisingly low. Avian predation is only
a serious problem at the hatchery during the spring when rearing
ponds are lowered to remove the fish, thus making the fish more
susceptible to predation. Stocking estimate errors are generally
of less than 1 %. Condition factors (C.F.) on most smelt groups
are acceptable (C.F.<1l) except for raceway reared fish which tend
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toc be heavier (C.F.>1), and also have a higher percentage of

brecocious males in the samples. Every effort will be made to
limit the need for rearing steelhead in raceways. Descaling at
release is not a problem for either hatchery or truck releases.

Objective 2: Smolt size and weight were more consistent this year
than in previous years. We attribute this improved consistency to
8 greater amount of time the smolts reared in the rearing ponds.
Smolts reared in the raceways were again larger and heavier than
the fish released from the ponds. Such large fish are not likely
an improvement since condition factors and precocious male rates
indicate these fish are not of the highest quality. In 1986 we
placed the brood fish smolts back into a rearing pond for the last
two months prior to release to prevent the over size and over
weight condition. We consider the smolt quality to have been
greatly improved.

Releases of steelhead from the Curl Lk. CP appeared to fare
better in both years than in 1985 when residualism was very high.
Very cold water may be causing poor survival or emigration response
of smolts and the wandering of returning adults that we have
documented the past few years. We began forcing the smolts into
the river by the first week in May to ensure the fish every chance
of emigrating from the river at the most opportune time. The new
Lyon’s Ferry stock of fish may also be performing better in the
Tucannon R. than stocks used in the past. Improved passage figures
from the dams are at least encouraging for this area. Adult
returns and contribution to the sport fishery will be watched
closely.

Freeze branding juvenile fish to assess migration rates
through the river system seems to be an effective tool.
Information obtained by the Fish Passage Center does provide
insights into migrational behavior from year to year. Relying on
this information to determine survival, as we first proposed, is
however, not possible. Variables in estimating rassage of marked
groups at the dams are too numerous and too difficult to estimate
accurately throughout the season. We no longer believe that the
sampling program in place at the dams is capable of providing us an
accurate estimate of survival. The best we can determine from the
Juvenile sampling is an assessment of year to year variation of
groups as represented by the Passage Index. Continued developments
in the use of PIT tags may lessen the need for branding of 240,000
fish annually.

Plans to administer a morpholine drip to test groups of smolts
released at the hatchery were again delaved. Because of several
unknowns concerning the differences in stocks in use at the
hatchery and how these same stocks would react after conditioning
at the remote ponds, we delayed this experiment until we could be
more sure of the nature of the straying/wandering behavior. This
morpholine study may be conducted in the future but will be
reserved until more stock specific studies have been done.

Our smolt trapping results indicate that some hatchery fish
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are residualizing in the area streams and that some of these fish
emigrate the following spring. Unfortunately, our scale analysis
mis-interpreted 100% of these "holdover" hatchery fish by aging
them as having resided 1 year in freshwater. We plan to continue
to attempt to estimate how many of the "heldover" hatchery smolts
contribute to our hatchery production and how many residualize and
compete with wild resident trout.

Smolt trapping at Cottonwecod Ck., Charlie Ck. and the Tucannon
River have provided us with some valuable information and
residualism. We have not been successful in trapping migrating
hatchery steelhead smolts. Traps in Charlie Ck. and the Tucannon
R. have had acceptable trapping efficiencies for wild steelhead
smolts and parr. Wild smolts from the Tucannon R. closely match
the size of fish from the Asotin Ck. system and the large parr
emigration appears to occur from both mainstem areas, but not from
small tributaries. We are unsure at present whether this parr
emigration is in response to habitat limitation in the system or is
a pre—-smolt response that provides fish to the Snake River for
rearing prior to smolt emigration in a subsequent year. Scale
analysis of wild steelhead emigrants during the spring and summer
and length-frequencies for rainbow trout in Panjab and Cougar
creeks suggest that there may be 3 age classes of trout < 200 mm
length in many southeast Washington streams.

Objective 3: Tagging, fin clipping and branding are still
important tools to allow our evaluation of the different stocks of

fish and different release strategies. Adipose clipping and coded
wire tagging went smoothly, although brand quality on some of the
groups is still a problem. Branding requires greater concentration

on the part of the individual doing the work, than does tagging or
fin clipping. The key to acceptable brand quality is increased
supervision of branders and emphasizing more concentration by them
during their work.

Returns of tagged and or branded adult steelhead to the
hatchery are disappointingly low. All releases from the hatchery
starting in 1983 received some type of distinct mark to allow
positive identification upon return to the hatchery and separation
of different stocks of fish for spawning. We, therefore, expected
a majority of adults returning to the ladder at the hatchery to be
marked. That was not the case. Only 19 % of the 1253 fish that
were trapped from the 1986 run were externally marked. A
complicating factor was the absence of other tagged or branded fish
in the samples that might indicate a possible source or origin for
the large number of unmarked fish. The large migration movement of
Lyon's Ferry and Tucannon River released fish to above LGD is
disturbing. We are still unsure whether this is straying caused by
an inability to locate the hatchery and river mouth during low
sunmer flows, or general wandering that is exhibited by this specie
in the Snake river in their attempt to find preferred summering and
overwintering areas. Their inability to move back down stream
through two dams during a period when the ladders are sometimes
inoperative would not be unusual, and disorientation may then bring
about more active straying into upper river tributaries. This
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subject is more fully investigated by Mendel and Schuck {1988).

Estimating harvest of adult steelhead is the single most
expensive and time consuming aspect of the evaluation program.
Creel surveys were conducted on the entire Snake River system and
estimates of effort and harvest made by section (Mendel et al,
1988). Estimates of harvest in the Snake R. were also obtained
from statewide punchcard returns and found to be reasonably close
to our statistical estimates. Sport and commercial harvest
estimates were obtained where possible to provide the estimates of
contribution of Lyon’s Ferry reared and released fish. The
importance of Lower Granite Dam adult sampling to estimating
returning performance is becoming more evident. Large sample sizes
can be obtained at relatively low cost to both estimate smolt to
adult survival within the project area and to collect biological
information for describing the characteristics of the returning
fish. The obvious limitation of this data is its’ inability to
accurately provide data on LSRCP streams receiving smolt plants
down river (Walla Walla, Touchet Rivers) and the unsureness of the
full meaning of passage of LFH and Tucannon River fish. Tables 8
and 14 within this report provide the essential information for
interpreting program success. It is obvious that our fish are
contributing to multiple fisheries throughout the basin and also
that those fisheries do not at present appear to be a significant
threat to meeting our compensation goal of adults into the project
area. Incorrect data was presented in our last annual report and a
corrected table estimating contribution of LFH origin fish to
various fisheries in the Columbia R. basin is presented in Appendix
X.

Scale samples of sport caught fish were taken, mounted,
impressed on plastic and read with the aid of a scale projector.
The scale age results were reported in the 1986-1987 Creel portion
of our annual report.

Our LFH steelhead are demonstrating some differences in run
timing over LGD than the general steelhead run. Fish released from
the LFH and the Tucannon River have a higher proportion of adults
that cross LGD in July and August than is typical of other returns
to the dam. We have been concerned in past years that these fish
crossing LGD in large numbers from down river release sites may be
lost. Until we can sample the entire returns more effectively at
Lyon’s Ferry and Tucannon hatcheries, we will not be able to
document the proportion of fish from these release sites that
actually stray above LGD, nor will we be asble to document the
numbers of fish jaw tagged at LGD that are able to return to LFH or
the Tucannon River to spawn or be available to sport fisheries. A
permanent trapping weir on the Tucannon R. is necessary for us to
obtain this information.

Counting adults into Asotin Ck. was not successful again in
1986. However, our adult trapping at Charlie and Cottonwood creeks
did provide us with valuable data concerning wild returning adults
as well as recovery of tagged hatchery adults. We will not trap in
Asotin Creek in 1988 so we can document natural spawning
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distribution in Charlie Ck. and the SF of Asotin Ck. and evaluate
the effects of our trapping weir on adult steelhead passage. We
have been redesigning our traps and weirs to improve adult
steelhead passage and trapping efficiency in the future. We hope
to obtain accurate estimates of redds/female and sex ratios of
adults to enable us to develop reliable estimates of spawning

escapement from our spawning surveys. Spawning surveys have proven
to be very successful during 1986 and 1987. Redd densities have
been quite high in most streams. We will continue to conduct these

surveys when possible to develop an index of spawning escapement
and evaluate the benefits of supplementation.

Return rates of marked groups of steelhead have generally
surpassed the returns required in the LSRCP goal (0.5%). Returning
adult steelhead have averaged 55% 1 salt age over the past several
vears with 2 salt age fish comprising nearly 45%. Three salt age
fish comprise only < 1% of returning adults.

Objective 4: Electrofishing to determine incressed abundance of
steelhead in a stream is proving to be a questionable methodology
for evaluating adult return performance. The electrofishing does

provide valuable information on existing populations of juvenile
salmonids, but we are unsure at present to what extent increased
hatchery origin adult fish escapement will increase juvenile
populations. Gross increases in juvenile numbers would likely
suggest increased spawning. Supporting redd count data would be
necessary, however, to provide full usefullness of the data. Also,
the indication from our trapping that large numbers of parr
emigrate from mainstem streams complicates the usefullness of parr
density data. What electrofishing has shown is that large numbers
of residual hatchery steelhead smolts have migrated throughout the
tributary streams and are competing with existing populations far
from the stocking sites. Some of these hatchery fish also
contribute to the catchable trout fishery. After several years of
electrofishing, we are still unsure of the status of resident
rainbow trout populations in southeast Washington. We have been
able to document the presence of few spawning resident rainbow
trout females and we haven't determined size and age at first
spawning. Now that we have trout densities for most of the major
streams in southeast Washington, we will limit our sampling in the

future to specific index areas to compare densities with previous
years.

We were able to accomplish some snorkeling this project year.
We will do more snorkeling in 1987 to determine if that techmigque
would be effective in replacing some of the time consuming
electrofishing.
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Appendix A. Study Proposal.

OBJECTIVE 1: DOCUMENT JUVENILE GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT AND FISH
CULTURAL PROCEDURES.

Approach: Lyons Ferry hatchery was designed to produce 931,000
smolts annually at 8 fish /pound. These numbers were based upon
exXxperience and were the best estimate at the time. No large well
water hatchery existed on the Snake R. at that time so actual
agsessment of performance is an important need to accurately
predict long-term production capacity. Multiple stocks of
steelhead will also be cultured at the hatchery: one long term
hatchery stock and at least one wild/natural-origin stock to be
used in upper Snake R. tributaries. Relative performance of
Juvenile fish in the hatchery may be an indicator of long-term
adult performance. All aspects of hatchery operation will be
monitored. Recommendations for changes in hatchery procedure will
be made, if necessary, to improve returns. Work on this aspect of
the program will be ongoing.

SUB-OBJ. 1.1 Determine mean rearing time from egg to release
for resident trout and for comparison of Wallowa
and Wells steelhead stocks. Document hatchery
performance through monitoring growth rates,
conversion factors and succeptability to predatlon
or die-off.

Task 1.11 Sample 0.005 to 0.01 percent of separately
reared groups for mean fork length and weight,
in millimeters and grams respectively.

Task 1.12 Document disease history to determine effects on
growth. (Available from hatchery records but will
include viral disease certification from parent
samples taken at time of spawning).

Task 1.13 Estimate raceway, or pond mortality, based on
estimates of numbers of fish stocked versus number
of fish removed. Attempt to identify sources of
mortality. Some possibilities are:

a. disease
b. avian predators
c. 8stocking estimate errors

Task 1.14 Calculate condition factors for all groups based
on data from task 1.11.

Task 1.15 Compare smolt and resident trout production (pounds
and numbers) with hatchery compensation goals.

Task 1.16 Document special fish cultural requirements (if
any) of each release group and/or stock.
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SUB—0OBJ. 1.2 Determine condition of hatchery smolts at time of
release.

Task 1.21 See task 1.14

Task 1.22 Sample for descaling and fin condition utilizing
standard descaling report forms (if available) used
by transporting agencies.

Task 1.23 Sample all CWT/brand groups for tag/brand loss
prior to release. (see Objective 2)

Task 1.24 Utilize portions of Goede’'s organoscmatic index
procedure to assess the quality of smolts
released. This will also allow for comparison to
other state hatchery smolts.

OBJECTIVE 2: DOCUMENT SMOLT AND RESIDENT TROUT RELEASES AND
EVALUATE SMOLT OUT-MIGRATION BEHAVIOR. PROVIDE
MANAGEMENT RECOCMMENDATIONS.

Approach: Marking of juveniles with coded-wire tags, brands, fin
clips and combinations of the three are an essential part of the
juvenile/adult performance program. Improvements in tagging
technology have aided the rapid collection and interpretation of
migration data. Representative groups from each steock and release
group will be marked, tagged and branded for positive
identification. Established monitoring systems at hydroelectric
dams on the Snake and Columbia Rivers supply the needed juvenile
migration data to assess initial migration performance and smolt
survival to, or past, multiple sampling points.

SUB—-0BJ 2.1 Document numbers, size, time of release, methods,
and location of steelhead smolt and resident treout
plants. Evaluate out—-migration performance.

Task 2.11 Tag and brand representative groups from each major
release area within the restrictions of hatchery
holding space. Minimum group size of 20,000 fish
will be used to ensure adequate tag return.

Task 2.12 Observe and record smolt migration behavior from
rearing ponds, Wallowa Hatchery, and conditioning
ponds. Observe numbers of fish migrating over
period of time and estimate total numbers left in
rearing ponds.

Task 2.13 Observe and document smolt behavior from river
release sites, according to river conditions and
willingness to migrate.

Task 2.14 Determine migration time and performance down river

by using information gathered at established smolt
transport and sampling locations on the Snake and
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Task

Task

SUB-0OBJ

Columbia Rivers. Brands allow immediate assess-
ment of group performance.

2.15 Assess smolt residualism by censusing release sites
and reasonably adjacent areas of streams through
electroshocking and/er angler creel checks.

2.16 Operate smolt traps on the Tucannon River, Asotin,
Cottonwood and Charlie Creeks. Estimate total
smolt outmigration of wild and hatchery salmonids
for assessment of residualism. (Data recovered will
aide in tasks 2.12, 2.13, 2.14 also. Tucannon
trapping will be assisting WDF personnel.)

2.2 Attempt to determine reasons for Lyons Ferry brood

Task

Task

SUB-OBJ

stock releases to bypass the hatchery outlet; and
discover other methods to properly imprint smolts
and improve returns to the hatchery.

2.21 . Mark all brood stock releases from the hatchery
with CWT/brand to allow ease of trapping and
tracking at dams as returning adults.

(See table 1).

2.22 Release four test groups and two control groups at
two different times (late April;early May). One
group at each release time would be subjected to an
artificial imprinting chemical. Chemical would
‘then be released from the facility during subse-
quent years to attract adults to the ladder.

2.3 Attempt to determine out-migration timing and

Task

Task

condition of wild or naturally produced steelhead
smolts.

2.31 Electroshock sections of streams on several
occasions during the spring to determine relative
abundance, condition and out-migration timing.

2.32 Operate smolt trap t¢ collect same information as
in task 2.31, on selected streams. Streams to be
trapped in 1986~87 include:

Tucannon River (jointly with WDF)

Asotin Cr. (below the forks)

Charlie Cr. (tributary to Asotin Cr.)

Cottonwood Cr. (at conditioning pond diversion)
(Same as Task 2.16)
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OBJECTIVE 3: ESTIMATE ADULT RETURNS TO DOWN-RIVER AND TERMINAL AREAS
{STREAMS, OCEAN HARVEST, SPORT, COMMERCIAL AND TREATY
INDIAN HARVEST, HATCHERIES, ESCAPEMENT) AS A MEASURE
OF COMPENSATION SUCCESS.

Approach: Adult returns are the purpose of L.S.R.C.P. hatcheries.
Measuring adult returns to the point of release and other ‘
intermediate or terminal areas is necessary. Adult harvest will be
sampled in appropriate main river and terminal area commercial,
treaty Indian and sport seasons through existing state and federal
programs. Continuance of down-river programs is essential for
complete, accurate evaluation of compensation goals. Terminal
harvest within the L.S.R.C.P. area will be statistically sampled to
estimate total harvest, % Lyons Ferry contribution to harvest and
escapement. Two methods to assess spawning escapement will be
compared. 1) Redd counts in established stream areas will continue
despite problems encountered with high spring flows hampering
visibility. 2) Adult trapping and enumeration in some areas, and
spawning ground surveys will allow WDG to properly manage existing
native stocks in concert with expected hatchery returns.

SUB-0BJ. 3.1 Identify returning hatchery adults using coded-wire
tags, freeze brands or fin clips to estimate return
rates.

Task 3.11 {(Same as Task 2.11; see alsc Table 1).

Task 3.12 Adipose clip remaining steelhead production to
comply with state management criteria and allow
positive identification for wild/hatchery ratiecs.
(see Task 3.33).

Task 3.13 Compile sample data from Columbia River and Snake
River adult sampling stations to determine regional
return rates for marked groups.{See Sub-obj. 3.3).

SUB-0BJ. 3.2 Document hatchery rack returns of marked production
and broodstock hatchery releases. Marked returns
will be used as part of totals for gquantifying
percent return from release.

Task 3.21 Use rack returns from hatchery records for Lyons
Ferry, Tucannon, and Wallowa Hatcheries to compute
adult return rates to hatcheries.

Task 3.22 Compare adult returns, to Lyons Ferry, from Wells
and Wallowa broodstock releases made in 1983
through 1985,

Task 3.23 Determine timing of returns from Lyons Ferry
releases by examining returns of branded, CHWT
adults to adult collection facilities at McNary
and Lower Granite Dams, and to Lyons Ferry and
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Wallowa hatcheries.

Task 3.24 Document length and sex of returning adults.
Collect scales as in Task 3.35.

Task 3.25 Assist with spawning of adults and collection of
samples to ensure control of infectious viral
diseases. Samples will be analyzed by WDF
disease laboratories in Washington.

SUB-OBJ. 3.3 Estimate sport and commercial harvest of returning
adults.

Task 3.31 Design and conduct creel surveys for the Snake,
Grande Ronde and Tucannon rivers to estimate angler
effort and catch of marked fish.

Task 3.32 Obtain sport harvest of adult steelhead on the
Tucannon river using steelhead punch card
estimates as a check against creel survey
estimates. Regular creel checks would be required
to determine wild/hatchery ratios in the catch.

Task 3.33 Obtain estimates of down-river (Columbia and other
incidental tributary) sport and commercial
harvest through existing sampling conducted under
other programs. »

Task 3.34 Obtain estimates of adult mortality rates through
lower river hydroelectric projects.

Task 3.35 Collect and read scale samples to determine length/
age relationships and duration of fresh water and
ocean residence.

SUB-OBJ. 3.4 Estimate spawning escapement.

Task 3.41 Operate Tucannon Hatchery wier and trap to
enumerate up-river escapement.

Task 3.42 Use coded-wire tag return rates at Lower Granite
Dam to estimate mean adult escapement for sample
groups. Subtract harvest estimates for the mid-—
Snake and Grande Ronde Rivers (Task 3.31) to obtain
net adult escapement to point of release. {Note:
estimates of escapement to Wallowa Hatchery through
ODFW marking programs may be available as a check
for this estimate.)

Task 3.43 Install and Operate a temporary adult counting
station or trap on main Asotin Creek (and/or
tributaries) and Cottonwood Creek to enumerate adult
escapement.,

Task 3.44 Walk study sections established on tributary

83



streams beginning March 1, to identify: (a) initial
date of spawning; (b) density of spawners,
expressed as redds/mile; (c) differences in
spawning areas; (d) completion of spawning.

Number of times walked and dates will be dependent
upon climatic and water clarity conditions.

Streams include:

Charlie Cr. L.Tucannon R.
S. Fk. Asotin Cummings Cr.
Robinson Fk. Panjab. Cr.
Blue Cr. Wolf Fk.

OBJECTIVE 4: ESTIMATE JUVENILE AGE CLASS DENSITIES ON SELECTED

Approach;

STREAMS AS AN INDICATOR OF ANY INCREASED SPAWNING
ESCAPEMENT AND SUCCESS.

Electroshocking/snorkling for juvenile age-class densi-

ties are an indicator of increased spawning escapement and/or
spawning success. Data collected will allow WDG to properly manage
existing native stocks in concert with expected hatchery returns.
Management recommendations from these data will allow protection
for native stocks while encouraging harvest of hatchery stocks.

Task 4.1

Task 4.2

Task 4.3

Task 4.4

Task 4.5

Utilize representative sample sections in juvenile
rearing areas previously sampled, or new areas in
streams not already sampled, that provide year-
round habitat for steelhead.

Establish two or three 30-40 meter sections to be
electroshocked in the fall for 0, 1, and 2+ steel-
head on each river. S8Snorkling sections will be
50-100 meters in length.

Use standard backpack electroshocker and block nets
at upper and lower end of section to prevent
recruitment or escape. A two or three pass removal
method for population calculation will be used.
Fish would be kept live in buckets until shocking
was complete, then weighed (gms) and measured (mm).
Age classes would then be established by length
frequencies. ’

Compute population estimates and confidence inter-
vals as described by Zippin (1958). These data will
serve as an indirect measure of increased spawning
escapement from smolt plants when compared to base-—
line date collected between 1981-85. These will also
be useful in monitoring any long-term affect on

wild spawner success because of gene dilution.

Utilize snorkling procedures developed by Idaho and
Washington to estimate juvenile population
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densities on large stream sections.
Task 4.6 The relation between average parr density and smoilt
production (survival rates) will be estimated for
streams containing smolt traps. This may allow us to
predict smolt production for streams from our parr
density estimates. This relationship would allow
greater understanding of management alternatives or
changes in regulations.

OBJECTIVE 5: WRITE ANNUAL REPORT OF ALL ACTIVITIES LISTED IN
OBJECTIVES 1-4 AND EVALUATE EFFECTIVENESS OF APPROACH
AND TASKS FOR SATISFYING ALL OBJECTIVES.

Approach: Timely analysis of data is critical to the continuity
and efficacy of the evaluation program. Completion of an annual
report should precede the budgeting process for subsequent years.
Results should guide changes that may be necessary in programs and
their budgets. The current contracting period does not allow
enough time for completion since peak work times fall in the first
90 days after a contract year has ended. Analysis and report
writing should be done between important field data collection
periods.

Task 5.1 Complete all tasks listed in Objectives 1-4
according to the following schedule:

Task Activity Time Period
1.11 Growth rates Monthly
1.12 Disease history May
1.13 Pond and raceway mortality Monthly
1.14 Condition factors Monthly
1.15 Yearly production (pounds) May, August
1.16 Document special requirements May—-April
1.22 Descaling/fitness sampling April-May
1.23 Tag/brand loss sampling March/May
2.11 CWT tagging February
2.14 Smolt migration (regional compilation) May-September
2.22 Chemical imprinting April
2.31 Spring electroshocking April-May
2.32 Smeolt trapping March-June
2.12 Adipose clipping: August~-Sept.
3.13 Tag recovery (regional compilation) Sept~-December
3.21 Hatchery tag recoveries February-May
3.23 Run timing July~-May
3.24 Adult sampling in hatchery February-May
3.256 Viral sampling and spawning February-May
3.31 Creel surveys Sept—-March
3.32 Punchcard catch estimates June-July
3.33 Down-river catch estimates June-March
3.34 Adult mortality at dams June-March
3.35 Scale collection and analysis(see 3.31)
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[24]

.41 Operate Tucannon adult trap, and February-May
other stream traps.(task 3.43)

3.42 Brand recovery at Dams(summaries) June

3.44 Spawning ground counts April-May

4.1-4,3 Electroshocking for fall populations August-Sept.

4.4 Compute populations January—March

4.5 Snorkling transects August-Sept.

Task 5.2 Analyze all data collected in Objectives 1-4 and

prepare an annual report discussing results and
recommendations for subsequent years. State
whether compensation goals have been met. The
report would be completed under the following
schedule:

Task Description Time

5.21 Assemble results from yearly tasks March

5.22 Degsignate responsibility for report March

sections

5.23 Draft Report for inter—-project review October 1

5.24 Draft Report for agency review November 1

5.25 Final Report to Printer December 15
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Appendix B. Description of Facilities.

Facilities constructed under the LSRCP program were designed
to achieve anticipated results. Constant evaluation of the
performance of the facilities and the fish produced will be
necessary to insure program goals are being met. Changes in the
program or facility will be made to assure long term success.
The facilities and study area are scattered over a five county
area and involve portions of six drainage systems.

Lyons Ferry Hatchery

Production facilities include egg and starter troughs for 1.15
million steelhead. One hundred thousand (100,000) rainbow eggs
from outside sources will also be hatched annually. Nineteen
intermediate concrete raceways and three rearing ponds (80’x
1150’ ) with a surface area of 2.1 acres are used for advanced
rearing. The hatchery and rearing ponds are designed for single
pass water flow. Water is provided by eight deep wells capable of
producing 103 cfs constant flow. Water temperature is constant,
around 52 degrees Fahrenheit. A fish ladder, enclosed spawning
building and concrete release structure below the rearing ponds
complete the WDG facility.

Design capacity was for 116,400 pounds of steelhead smolts at 8
fish/1b, and 45,000 pounds of legal rainbow trout at 3 fish/1b.

Tucannon Hatchery

The Tucannon Hatchery recently underwent complete renovation by
the Corps of Engineers as part of Washingtons® LSRCP program. The
hatchery now has an expanded spring collection network to provide
sediment free, constant temperature water for egg hatching and

raceway rearing. Six round ponds and four large raceways can be
used for rearing , and adult steelhead and salmon holding. One
large earthen pond will be used for advanced rainbow rearing. One

deep well provides 56 degree Fahrenheit water for tempering very
cold river water during winter.

The design capacity was for 41,000 pounds of legal rainbow
annually, and for adult chinook holding and spawning. The long-
range WDF spring chinook program will be trapped, spawned and
partially reared at Tucannon Hachery.

Curl Lake Conditioning Pond

This earthen structure is for late season rearing/conditioning of
steelhead smolts for the Tucannon River. Curl Lake C.P. is
located five miles up river from Tucannon Hatchery and will be
operated by Tucannon personnel. Design capacity is for 160,000
smolts, and water is supplied by a diversion pipeline from the
Tucannon River. Curl lake was first used in 1985 and is planted
with legal rainbow trout after all smolts have migrated.
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Cottonwood Creek Conditioning Pond

This structure is located approximately eight miles north of the
Oregon border on the Grande Ronde River. The facility consists of
one large earthen-rock rearing pond, water diversion system, feed
storage building, and temporary living quarters to be occupied
three months each year. Water is supplied by Cottonwood Creek, a
tributary to the Grande Ronde River, and flows range between 2-6
cfs. during the spring use period. The pond is dry the remainder
of the year. Design capacity is for 250,000 steelhead smolts to
be reared during March and April for release into the Grande Ronde
in May. Temporary personnel oversee care and feeding. This
facility was first used in 1985.

Davton Conditioning Pond

Dayton C.P. is located on the Touchet River within the City

of Dayton, construction was completed in 1986. The facility consists
of one small asphalt lined earthen-rock rearing pond with concrete
bottom drain channel, feed storage building, and temporary living
quarters. Water is provided by a concrete diversion and

pipeline from the Touchet River. HRelease of fish is accomplished
through a pipeline exiting into the river immediately below the
_pona. Design capacity is for 150,000 steelhead smolts to be reared
in March and April for release into the Touchet River in May. The
pond was used for the first time during the spring of 1987.
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Appendix C. «<Cont.>
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Appendix D, Trappi.ng data collection form for 1987.
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Appendix F.

Spawning and sorting summaries for LFH, 1986-87.

1986 1987

Steelhead Sorted/trapped 1431/15564 1213

% Female (n) 78.2% (259)°8 63.2% (744)°¢

% Male (n) 21.7% (72) 36.7% (433)¢

% Hatchery (n) 82.7% (274) 91.5% (1110)

% Wild (n) 17.2% (57) 8.5% (103)
Steelhead Spawned

No. Females 187 250

No. Males 68° 3000

% Hatchery E 65.7% 88.4%

%X Wild - 34.2% 11.8%

T T T o o T o e e e e e e e e e i o . o . e e e o et it L B e o . e . e g i Y T ——— o o o o o . T T e o

4 125 fish were sent directly to the river without examination.

B Only one group of 331 fish were sampled for sex.

© Sample size = 1177. 36 fish had undetermined sex.

P In 1986, all males used in spawning except 4 pre—spawning morts.
In 1987, badly injured fish and prespawning morts were not used
of spawning, this is an estimate of actual numbers of males used.

® These figures are for females only and are based on dorsal fin
examination.
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Appendix G. Brand Recoveries from the Trap at LFH
During the 1986 Run year.

Brand No. of Fish Fin Clip % Return *
RA-1IJ-1 1 LV A .003
RA-IV-3 2 LV .007
RA-H-1 77 Ly .285
RA-H-2 47 LY .176
LA-§8-2 1 Lv .003
RA-85-2 1 Lv . 003
RA-17-1 2 LV .005
RA-17-3 9 LV .023
RA-T-3 3 Lv unknown
RD-H~1 B8 16 - .074
RD-H-2 25 - .102
RD-1IT-1 17 -— .035
LA-758-1 6 AD .150
LA-78-3 6 AD . 155
RA-T78~1 21 AD .500
RA-7S-3 4 : AD .103
RD-75-1 ' 1 AD .025
RA-7N-1 19 AD .094
RA-7N-3 18 AD .082
MISREAD 2 AD unknown

* Represents smolt te adult return.
A All LV clipped fish contained a cwt.
B Fish were branded for identification only, no ecwt
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Appendix H

Scale Age Summary for Fish Spawned at LFH, 1986-87
1986 1987
% of Mean (cm}A % of Mean (cm)
Scale Age n total Length (S8D) n total Length (SD)
1.1 Hx 57 37.7 62.3 (3.2) 113¢ 81.3 59.3 (3.7)
W 42 27.8 62.4 (2.86) K1y 2.2 60,58,63
1.2 H 26 17.2 72.8 (3.7) 11E 7.9 71.7 (4.5)
W 5 3.3 68.1 (7.0) 7F 5.0 74.2 (4.1)
2.1 H 2 1.3 867,71
W 11 7.3 61.0 (5.3)
2.2 H
W 1 0.6 73
R.1 H 2 1.3 62,65 26 1.4 58,62
W 1 0.6 62
R.2 H 1 0.6 71 2E 1.4 72,75
w 3 1.8 73,75,75 1E 0.7 79
A Only females were scale sampled in 1986.
B Actual fish lengths are given where n¢< 3.
C 75 females, 38 males.
b 2 females, 1 male.
E All female.
F 6 females, 1 male.
6§ 1 female, 1 male.
¥ H or W indicate origin based on dorsal fin examination to assess

accuracy of fin condition for determining wild/hatchery corigin.
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Appendis 1. Tags recovered from adult steelhead captured at

the intake screen Tor the Cottonwood Conditioning
Fond, spring 1987.

Date Length Fin Snout

Capture {cm) Sex Origin clips Marks taken cwt
I/30 it =] F H ADLY Y &H2-16—-28
/31 59 F H ADLY Y &2-146-28
4/086 29.7 M H AD Y H2-146-27
4706 57.1 F H AD Y no cwt
4/08 57 M H AD (LV?) Y L2-16-28
4/08 D4.D F H ADLY Y H2—~16-28
4/08 56 F H ADLY Y L2-~16-27
4/09 57 M H ADLV b &2—-16-27
4709 55.9 F H ADL Y Y 4H2-16-28
{709 S3.9 F H ADLY Y 62—-16—-27
4/09 a4 M H ADLY Y 62-16-28
4/10 06.5 M H ADLY Y GH2-156-28
4711 60.5 M H ADLY Y 62—-16—27
4/12 =8 M H ADLV Y 6Z2-16-27
4/12 56.9 F H ADLY Y no cwt
4712 S57.9 F H ADLYV Y E2—~16-27
4712 i F H ADLY Y L2-16-27
4/12 &1 F H ADLY Y &2-16-28
4/12 57 F H ADLV Y &£2-156-28
4/1%" o8. 4 F H ADLV Y H2-16—-28
4/15 59.2 ™M H AD Y &2-146~28
4/15 &0 M H ADLY ‘ Y &2~-146-28
4714 o8.4 M H ADLY G18321 Y &2-146—-28
4/28 =8 F H ADLY Y 62-16-27
I/30 52 M H AD 626241 N 62—-16-28
3730 o M H LY G27701 N LZ—-146-027
4702 a9 M H ADLV G18307 M H2-16-27
4/02 54 F H AD G279S6 N L2—-16-28
47073 o9 M H ADLY Gi181i91 N L2-146-28
4/09 M H ADLYV G1B296 N 62—-16-28
4709 F H AD 26774 M LH2-1&-27
4/09 F H ADLY 518297 M HE2—-146—-27
4 /07 F H ADLYV 626317 N &2-146-27
4709 F H ADLY G24279 M L2-16-27
4709 F H ADLY BZ&63E6Y N LH2-16-28
4709 F H ADLY G26854 N L2-146—28
4/10 F H . ADLY G185246 N &HZ2—-16—28
4010 ] H ADLY CRE200 M 52-16-27
47160 F H ADLY G27928 ] H2-16~28
4r50 F H ADLY GA7826 N E2—-146—428
4/ 14 o7.0 i H ADLY GR6o3E1 M E2-146—-28
4/10 S F H ADLY BR7907 N b2—156—28
4/11 b2 I H ADLY B1836% I LZ-16—-28
A/1E SELD F H ADLY 6261846 N H2-26—ET
4715 0H. 2 Iy H ADLY G1835&7 N H2—-16-28
4/15 a7 M H ADLY G26558 N &2—-1&6-28
4/13 Sa | H ADLY G27886& N 621627
4/16 58. 4 g} H ADLV 518321 Y GH2-16-28
4417 oS4 M H ADLY BRO13 N 62—-16-27
4/17 o3 i H ADLY B26657 N L2-16-28
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Appendix I. (Cont.).

Date Length
Captured {cm) Sex Brigin

4/12
4/12
4/12
4/12
4712
4712
4716
4707

(1)
o
M MITTITMT
ITIXITITITZT

.S

Fin Snout
clips Marks taken
ADLV G2464325 N
ADLV RA-17-1
ADLYV RA—17~3Z
ADLY RA-17-1
ADL.V RA—-17-1
ADLY RA—-17-1
ADLY IDOZZ24ER ©
ADLV IDD178CR <=

e2-16-27 =
LE2-146-27
62-146-28
62-16-27
2-16-27
LH2—16-27

A These 5 coded-wire tags can
correct fish.

‘'t be positively matched to the

* Duplicate because snout was taken and cwt was read in

addition to the jaw tag.

E RA-17-1 brand was read on a fish that had lost a jaw tag,
on the stream bottom from a
we matched these as the

plus a jaw tag was found

RA—-17-1 branded fish. Therefore,

same fish.

C IDFG floy anchor tags. B’ or R at the right means blue or

red tag.
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Appendix J.

Stream

Rattlesnake Ck.
Cougar Ck.
Cottonwood Clk.
Cottonwood Ck.
Cottonwood Ck.
Cottonwood Ck.
Wenatchee Ck.
Tucannon R.

Fanjab Ck.
Fanjab Ck.
Fataha Ck.
Crooked Ck.
First Chk,

MJF. Hemnaha K.
5.F. Wenaha R.
Charlie Ck.
Charlie Ck.
Charlie Ck.
Charlie Ck.
Charlie Ck.
Charlie Ck.
Charlie Ck.
Charlie Ck.

S8.F. Asotin Ck.
S.F. fAsotin Ck.
S9.F. Azsotin Ck.
S.F. Asotin Chk.
5.F. As=zotin Ck.
S.F. Asotin Ck.
S.F. Asotin Ck.
N.F. Asotin Ck.
N.F. Asotin Ck.

Asotin Creek

Asotin Créek

Discharge measurements from saoutheast Washington

streams, 19B& and 1787.
Date l.ocation # Discharge (cfs
BA-11~84 FA-2 site .2
B8-13-86 -0-1 site 0.1
R=17%-8A Mear intake dam 1.0
I-21-88& Above intake dam 100 £t 12,3
21 -86& Helow intake dam 4.7
4~13--8& above intake dam 100 ft 5.8
8-14-85 WE-1 site 11.5
@-~14-86 above outlet to 43.7
Curl Lake
8-5 —-B& FAN—-1 site 2.9
8-4 -84 FAN-2 site 6.7
8-4 -235& FA-Z wite 1.1
-8 —084 4005t. bhel. First Ck. 11.4
-3 —B3&4 At USFS cabin 5.7
7?3 —86 200 yds. abv. mouth S 4
F-5 —8é 400 yvds. abv. mouth 30.7
4-02-36 0.4% miles abv. gate 1%.9
4-21-86 .43 miles abv. gate. 2.2
4~-22-E64 0.45 miles abv. gate 8.9
2-12-87 0.43 miles abv. gate bh.9
E-07-87 .43 miles abv. gate 11.5
4-02-87 0.45 miles abv. gate 8.8
4-07-87 0.45 miles abv. gate 2.4
5—-08-87 0.45 miles abv. gate 7.7
{42186 Hodson ‘s meadow 11.3
8-19-84 8A~CE site 2.4
2—12-87 0.3 miles above Forks Br. 5.9
I-07-37 0.3 miles above Forks Br. 24.2
4-0&6—-87 0.2 miles above Forks EBr. .2
S=-04-87 0.5 miles above Forks EBEr. 10.7
5-18-87 0.5 miles above Forks Br. 4.1
4-09-837 NAZ-84 instream site 52.2
5-05-87 MNAZ-B4 instream site 78.6
405 —-84 Blankenships — at smolt 0.6
trap
4-22-86 100 yds above smolt trap 105.2
4/29/86 100 yvds above smolt trap 7h.1

Asotin Creek

# For location of electrofishing sites see Appendix .
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Appendix K.
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Figure 1 . Length/weight relation for smolts and transitional migrants
captured at the Charlie Creek weir, spring 1986.
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Appendix L.
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Figure 1. Length-frequency and length-weight distributions for chinook
salmon out-migrants captured in a floating inclined plane trap
operated by WDW in Asotin Creek, spring 1986.
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Appendix M. Relative abundance of other species captured at the
floating inclined plane trap in Asotin Creek, sSpring

1986.
Dace Sucker Sculpin ~ Bull trout Other
7EZ2 A 55 = 21 1 e i1 »

A Only S Long—rnosed dace identified as to species, others may
“have been Long-—-nosed or speckled dace.

B Mostly juveniles, unidentified species.
C 15.2 cmy, captured in June.

D 4 toads and 5 salamanders.

A
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Appendix N. A nonparametric Tukey ' s Multiple Ramge Test for
comparizons of mean lengths fer various age
classes of juvenile stéelhead capturesd at the
Cottonwood Cofditioning Fond intake screen,
spring 1986 (Zar 1984, pg. 189).

ko= 4, error df = 41,
8% = T.56&4 from ANOVA srror MS
SE ={6=/D) (1/ma + 1/ne)

for uneven sample sizes

q = ( Ha - =-‘|3 1 ¥ EBE
rank af means i = s 4
Zcale age 2+ I+ hatchery 1+
means lengths 15.93 18,73 F. 04 19.64
n 2% 23 a8 3
Comparison Difference Table Eigmnif-.
B vs A Ha = Rm SE e q 1EVE1 Ccnclus.
4 ve 1 .64 — 15.53 064646 &35 1.001  reject Hao
4 vs 2 19.54 — 18.93 Q. 558 1.077 0: 100  accept
4 vz 3 19.64 - 192.04 0., 7613 0. 792 0: 100  accept
2 vs 1 19.04 -~ 15.53 0. 5333 4. &07 32010 reject Mo
I vs 2 19.04 = 18.93 0. 5484 0,195 PG | 0.100 accept
2 vs 1 18.93 =~ 15.53 0, 3728 ? i:D .65 03001 rEjett Ho
* significant difference p <0.01..
** significant difference p <0.001.
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Description of sites electrofished.

Reference Pi. Location.

Date
Site ¥ Strean Surveyed
CR1 Crooked Cresk 9-5-86
CE2 Crooked Creek 9-5-86
SFH S. Fork Henaha 9~-3-86
RA1 Rattleznaka Ck B8-11-86
[ 34 5 e Rattlesnake Chk. g-11-86
Ra3 Rattlesnake Lk 8-13-86
RA4 Rattlesnake Ck 8-13-86
PAN1 Panjab Creek g~5-86
-PANZ Panjab Creek 8-6-86
PANZ Fanjab Creek 8-7-86
co1 Cougar Creek 8-13-86
co2 Cougar Creek 8~-12-36
HE ! Hanatchee Creek 8-14-86 0
SAC3 5. Fork Asotin B-149-06 0.
SHCS 5. Fork Asatin a~20-86 0.
MA2 - H. Fork Asotin v—-28-06
HA3 H. Fork Asotin ¥-28-86 +
NA4 H. Ford: Asotin r-28-86 +
HAS . Fork Asotin v-28-86 +
HAB H. Fork Asotin r-28-86 t
HAT M. Fork Azotin 7-29-86 +
KRS H. Fork Asotin 7-29-86 +
HAS H. Fork Asotin 7-29-86 +
HAS2 H. Fork Asotin r—-29-86 ¢
MAS3 H. Fork Asatin r-29-86 +
PAZ Pataha Creek 7-17-86
PA1l Fataha Creek 7-17-06
PR3 Pataha Creok a-4-896

4080 ft. belor First Creek

0.25 Mi. below First Creek

400 yds. abowe mouth

0.15 mi above mouth & 0.1 mi abowe access bridge

0.1 mi. downstrean from huy crossing, 1.5 mi.
above G. Ronde R.

above cattle chute and locked gate ,beleow 2nd road
crossing of creek on East Fork,0.5 mi below RA4.

above 3rd crossing of the E. Fork, above cattle
chute & locked gate, 0.8 niles above 1st crossing.

trail #3127, at small secondary trail on right

0.9 niles upstrean from Camp 13 bridge

1.5 miles upstreoan from Camp 13 bridge

just above mouth about 0.1 mi. Cabove road)

20 ft below cattle guard, 0.85 mi. above

G. Rhonde road

-9 ni. up from gate Chear nouthl

B nmi. up fron Forks bridge

2 ni below upper bridge at barn

NA2 1985 site

side channel

side channel

2.B ni. bel. FALl & 0.5 niles above Columbia Center

above Col. Center at USFS line below Pataha camp

1 mi above USFS boundary & 150 yds above road
crossing

orange flag near. road at 0410 and at

upper net
orange flag at site

flag at upper net

flag at lower net

section marker on tree near road

103

orange flag at 0400
orange flag at 0+00

flag at 14056 louer net
flag at upper net
0+3 left bank

elk fence crozsing strean
1+38 is 136 yds above road «nlvert

¥ [R = Crooked Fork, 5FH = 5. Fork Henaha, RA = Rattlesnake Ck., PAN = Panjab Ck., CO =
SAC = S. Fork Asotin Control site, MA = H. Fork RAsotin, PR = Pataha Ck.

t Sites are separated by 300 n, beginning at NAZ (Heasured along trail) (site NAZ ~ sanme
1 = 1.5 miles above end of road on USFS land).

Cottorkocd Ck., HE = Henatclwe Ck.

as in Schuck & Hendel, 1987



Appendix F. Habitat keasurements for sites electrofished, summer 1986.
HERN
SITE MEAH SURFACE  HERN FOOL - ] HEAH  HERN COVER @ SITE ] BYE - THALHEG
LEMGTH RIDTH ARER BEPTH  RARER SITE POOL  PODL ARER  IM POOLS GRADIENT  RATES DEPTH #

SITE® {ftd (i)  Csq. Ft3) CFL)  (=q. ft3 IN POOLS DEPTH RATING Csq. fit) + ! DUVER (Frrzec) (ftd)  SHADE
ER1 85.0 24.62 2092.70 0.9 —— - - - - - 0.7 —— - 90
CR2 ¥2.5  3r.25 2700.83 g.6 - -—- -— = - -— 2.0 ——— - 30
SFH 128.0 3B.58 4938.67 1.3 — -— - — - - 2.6 - —— ——
RA1 115.0 8.3% 965.04 0.2 132.89 13.75 0.70 1.3 15.0 15.3 5.4 0.26 0.45 a0
RAZ2  135.0 B.12 1096.78 0.5 3165.0 28.81 0.94 2.2 5.0 29.3 5.5 —— .93 8S
RA3 54.0 7.61 410,94 0.2 q5.5 11.0¢ 0.54 1.5 D.o 11.1 6.3 0.33 0.486 a0
RA4 5.0 5.58 418.869 0.1 52.0 14.81 0.45 1.3 0.0 14.8 7.9 0.25 0.30 BS
PRH1 -100.0 B.22 BBZ.00 0.5 123.8 14.03  n.82 1.8 10.3 15.2 2.3 0.91 0.656 5
PANZ 103.0 12.16 1252.48 0.5 141.0 11.25 1.06 2.3 10.3 12.1 1.8 1.14 0.31 65
FAN3 100.0 12.16 1216.00 0.5 3Nt.0 24.7% 0.92 3.1 1.5 25.1 1.7 .77 1.10 €5
o1 93.0 5.80 539.40 0.4 3.3 13.63 0.59 1.4 0.0 i3.% 7.0 0.13 0.66 85
cDzZ  128.0 5.63 720.00 0.2 119.0 16.53 0.54 1.5 a.0 16.5 8.0 g.22 0.40 90
HE1 i0e.0  19.10 2024.80 0.6 185.0 9.14 0.%0 1.5 20.0 10.1 1.3 1.74 1.20 (2]
SAC3 104.0 B.93 946.58 0.4 54.8 5.8 0.93 2.0 24.0 8.3 2.9 - 0.83 40
SACE  103.0 17.73  1879.59 0.2 41.5 2.21 0.50 1.0 0.0 2.2 3.5 1.03 0.45 S
HAZ 30.0 11.80 354.19 0.3 —— —— - - —— s ——- - -— ——
HR3 35.0 20.08 702.90 1.3 - - -— — - — —— —— ——— ——
HR4 - «48.0 22.22 1066.72 1.8 m—— —— ——— —— - - 3.8 —-— e -
HAS 3.2 19,45 ?03.51 0.5 - - — -—- ——= ——= 3.6 —— —_—— ===
NAE 36.0 13.90 597.35 1.4 - — -—= - — - — -—— - ———
HA? 39.0 1B8.25 r11.75 0.3 _—— e—— - - -—= - 4.3 - — -
HAS 30.0 13.25 397.49 1.0 ——— -—= ataded - —— —_— —— -— ——— -
HAR9 28.4 17.25 490.25 0.5 - - —- —— - ——- 1.7 -— - o=
HAS2+  16.2 v.75 125.30 0.5 —— - —— - ——— - 2.4 ——— -—— -
HAS3+  24.0 9.60 231.%9 0.3 - -—= ——— e - - —— - m—— ===
FR2 105.4 7.77 £18.30 0.1 -—= e - - —— - 1.3 0.59 0.56 ~=—-
PA1  120.0 11.04  366.52 0.3 144.5 37.39  1.50 0.0 21.3 42.9 2.4 0.56 0.62 40
PA3  138.0 11.82 1246.06 0.4 227.8 19.27 0.79 1.9 58.0 22.9 3.4 0.31 0.77 75
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% All sites listed in order from mouth - upstream. Site designations are:

MR Horth Fk. Asotin, PA = Pataha Ck.

11

+  Side channel.

CR = Crooked Ck., SFH = South Fk. Henaha,
RA = Rattlesnske Ck., PAN = Panjab Ck., CO = Cottonwood Ck., HE = Henatchee Ck., SAC = South Fk. Asotin Control site
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Appendix Q. Length frequencies of salmonids captured by electrofishing,

S.FORK WEHAHA R — 1986 CROOKED CREEK — CR1 1986
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Fork Length (mm) Fork Length (mm)
(5mm intervals) (5mm intervals)

S.FORK WENAHA R - 1985 CROOKED CREEK — CR2 1986

4 17

Bull Trout 1
n=7 ] n = 98
y 1
2] 10 i
i1 M
1 ML
/ / / :
/ .
/ / / 1 ik
60 75 90 135 165 25 55 85 115 175 250
Fork Length (mm) Fork Length {mm)
(5mm intervals) (5mm intervals)

Figure 1. Length-frequencies for rainbow trout and bull trout captured
at sites on Grande Ronde tributaries within the Wenaha-Tucannon
Wilderness, September 1986.
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Number of fish

Number of fish

Appendix Q. (Cont.).

rainbow froul: SITES PAN 1-3

rainbow troutr SITES PA1-3

16 7
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i n = 154 4 n =101
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roinbow irout: SITES PAN 1-3

T B N A B
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Figure 4. Length-frequencies of rainbow trout and brook trout captured
at sites on tributaries of the Tucannon River, summer 1986,
(Panjab Ck, Pataha Ck).
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Number of fish

Appendix Q. (Comt.).

rainbow trout: SITE SA—C3 rainbow trout: N.F. ASOTIN
17
4 P
1 ¥
A
1 ﬁ: n = 98 n = 320
I i |
h 3
1 WM C
1 WA * = hatchery -
1 gtk (7 total) w
8 o
. o]
i @
] 2
=
1ttt i
- i ‘
1] i *  kk k  dokk i '% &
o i RO A BR A A o I i wlm  nn
40 56 72 104 136 168 200 20 52 84 116 148 180 212
Fork Length (mm) Fork Length (mm)
(4mm intervals) (4mmmintervals)
rainbow frouk:  SITES SA-C5 roinbow frouk: N.F. ASOTIN
40, 13
. ' | hatchery
/ n = 203 n =16
. / |
I gl 5 ]
i -
b2
20 7 * = hatchery b 77
i (1 total) “ 1
] 2
g
1 _ 5
A = g
5 - . ]
[ 1 L
O Laiiiiidiiiieio 8 o ax 0 -
38 54 70 86 102 134 166 198 20 52 84 116 148 180 228
Fork Length (mm) Fork Length (mm)
(4mm intervals) (4mm intervals)

Figure 3. Length-frequencies for rainbow trout captured at sites on
Asotin Creek tributaries (S. Fork, N. Fork), summer 1986.
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Appendix Q. (Cont.)

rainbow trout: SITE WE1 S rainbiow frout: SITES RA1~4
9 40
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*
Figure 2. Length-frequenc1es for rainbow trout captured at sites on

Tributarles of the Grande Ronde River, summer 1986,
(Wenatchee Ck, Cougar Ck, Rattlesnake CK.).
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Sppendis R. Fopulation and density calculation information for
sites electrofished during summer 1986 in SE Washington.

Fork Length (mm?}

of Rainbows Fass Eatimated " Site
(or specips ———————— Fopulation 95 % Capture Area
Bite as defined)® 1 2 {N) EL FProbability {(m2)
CR1 Z6-81 22 7 a1 Sad 72.5 194,44
PI-226 7 o 15 — -
TOTAL 29 13 o5& * 22. oL 0
Dy i Q 1 % — —_—
CR2 IZ9-90 o2 E4 #34 = — 7.7 251.146
P4-178 7 3 12 % - —_
TOTAL S99 =9 98 = - 265.7
SFW 41-832 211 50 6.4 74.6 4B7.56
Fi-1i64 10 4 14 4.8 70.0
TOTAL 49 15 59 8.5 71.%
CH 2 & g = —— -
pv 4 Y 7 o —— —_—
Fal Z0-48 g2 i3 99 4.5 83.6 892.79
81-i74 18 3 21 1.5 87.5
TOTAL 100 18 121 T2 B3.1
CH 1 O 1 = — —
hatchery 2 ] 2 % — —
RAZ J0-64 40 15 o2 1i1.9 b63.5 101.3%4
BZ2—-164 =0 4 =4 1.5 8%9.5
TOTAL 70 12 93 8.8 74. 2
hatchery = = o % — -
RAZ O-70 0O O O —— —— F8.22
g89-119¢ a 1 e 0.8 G, 0
TOTAL =1 i -2 0.8 20,0
RA4 446-59 4 0 9 0.0 100.0 38;94
100~-1468 - a 1 & . 85.7
TOTAL. 14 1 15 Q. b Fr.8
col A5-70 15 S 2 4.4 74,1 SO.L1ib
71-1468 2 1 10 0.7 F0.7
TOTAL 24 éH : 1 F.7 78.9
COZ  55-66 27 10 41 8.8 67.3 bb. 96
80-175 25 = 28 1.3 Q0.3
TOTAL - 52 3 &8 6.1 77.4
WE1  I3-68 28 8 8 5.4 75.0 188.29
80191 4 = ? —_— ——
TOTAL 2 13 ol 11.4 54,3



Appendix R. {(Cont}?.

Fork Langth

of Rainbows Fass Fstimated % ‘ Zite
(or species ~———me—— Fopuiation 95 % Capture Area
Bite as defined)® 1 2 _ (™) CL. Frobability (m2)
FANL 3255 10 4 15 4.8 70,7 B81.37
T7~220) i7 1 i8 0.5 24,7
TOTAL 2 3 32 2.1 86.5
hatchery A 1 4 % - ——
Dy -+ 2 0 z % -— -
PANZ 3F4-58 19 O i% Q 100,00 179. 64
&E—-181 2 a & Sia b TE3.9
TOTAL 45 5] 54 T3 84.1
FANZ  Z1-5B Z 2 5 % —~— ——- 115,93
&4-4826 &2 25 88 = — &0, 3
= TOTAL &5 28 P % —— 59.2
hatchery 11 4 20 % — -
SACT  42-48 56 12 70 4.8 81.0 B&a. 37
7H-212 28 2 0 0.8 3.8
TOTAL 84 14 100 .3 84.5
hatchery 7 0 7 * — —_
8ACS 44-81 140 20 177 8.4 7.4 169.85
84-194 26 7 4 4,0 78.56
TOTAL 166 3F7 212 .6 78.7
hatchery 1 O 1 = e -
NAZ T4-44 4q 0 4 0.0 100.0 I2.94
pool &7-107 4 1 9 1.5 B82.Z
TOTAL B8 1 ? 0.8 0.0
CH = € 3 0.0 100.0
NAZ 3455 16 & 24 b.4 &8.8 65.57
(17} 745-217 1 A 4 1.1 ?1.9
TOTAL 47 4 57 3.5 B83.4
hatchery & ] S - —_
CH ) 5 11 = - ——
NA4 25-83 15 4 19 2.3 B2.46 99.20
riffle 746-124 10 4 15 4,9 70.0
TOTAL 25 B8 25 5.7 733
NAS 24-39 16 2 T2 17.9 52.1 65.43
run 71-235 26 10 40 F.0 bh.7
TOTAL 42 19 T % 18. 6 oB.7
hatchery 2 = I - -
CH 2 ] A 0.0 100.0
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Appendix R. (Cont).

Fork Length

of Rainbows Fass Estimated A Site
(Dr specigg ———————— Fopulation 95 % Capture Area
Site asz defined)® | 2 (ND CL Frobability (m2)
NAL FE-32 2 2 i1 1.6 84.6 47 .2
ponl &7-205 25 i 2 0.4 FE.0
TOTAL 32 ) 20 1.1 72,
hatchery 1 &} 1 * ——— —
NA7 I2-36 19 2 21 1.0 1.3 6517
riffle 72-1&0 5 0 3 Q.0 100.0
TATAL 24 2 26 0.9 2.9
NAB 28-54 12 = 15 2.0 83. = 44,17
run 70195 27 4 =1 1.4 88.6
TOTAL 39 7 47 .2 83.
CH i i 2 o® -— —r
MNAY TO-57 22 1 23 0.5 95.8 45,39
pool &7-23% 21 = 24 1.4 g88.9
TOTAL 47z 4 47 1.3 2.2
hatchery [ ] 6 0.0 100.0
CH 2 1 I % —— -
NASZ2 3I353-56 7 0 -7 0. 100.0 14,731
7o-165 2 2 4 * — —
TATAL 9 2 11 1.6 84.6
hatchery O i i = - ——
NASZE Z6—-42 4 2 H * 0.0 100.0 21.57
71-94 ) 0 1) Q.0 100.G
TATAL 10 ) 1z 1.5 85.7
FAZ2 3E-98 12 4 16 2.5 80.0 74.18
111151 5 i Ty 1.2 85.7
TOTAL. 17 5 2= 4,0 75.9
Fal LS99 17 2 19 1.1 0.5 123,48
114-196 =] = i1 2.9 78.6 -
TOTAL 25 5 30 2.2 g83.7
BROOK
7694 4 Q 4 0.0 100.0
117 i 0 1 0.0 100.0
TOTAL 5 ] 5 0.0 100.0
FAZ 39-87 10 = 13 2.2 81.3 152.02
109-1332 2 0 2 0.0 100.0
TOTAL i2 3 15 2.0 3.2
BROGE
F5-106 i3 4 19 2.3 7 82.6
116-15= 5 4 10 * — ——
TOTAL. 21 8 =2 7.8 &7 .4
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Appendix R. (Dont.)

“ Age O+ is First l=ngth groun for rainbows and 1+ ie below
it in table: hatchery fish tad, LV, & branded) are included
in total and 1+ population estimates, UH=Chinook,
DV = Bull Trout, Brook = Mook trout.
# =00 % reduction between pass 1 and 2, use estimate with caution,
some estimates ars sums of passes so they should be
considered a MINIMUM ESTIMATE ONLY.
+ DBV = 17.8mm % 59.8 g and 9.é6mm fork length & 7.1 g.
P Gualitative elecirofishing site above lst tributary
produced 7 wild RE, 5 DV, 4 ad clipped RE, 1 LA-IT—1 brand.
Bualitative electrofishing site above second tributary
produced I wild RE and 1 DV,
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Appendix §. Biomass estimates (q/100 8) for salsonids raptured by electrofishing at sites in Southeast
Washington, Fall 1984,

Rainbow Trout Age 0+ fige 1+
Estimated Estisated Sun
Size 3 Hean Total Size ] Mean Total Total
Range  Fish Weight Height © Range  Fish Height  Weight © Biomass
5ite # {sg}  HMeasured ® (g} {g/100a2) {sn}  Measured ®* (g} {g/10082) {9/100a2)
SFW 41-83 0 - -- 21-144 ] - - -
tRrt I6-81 ] -- -~ 39-226 0 -- -- -
CR2 39-90 0 - - 94-178 0 -- -~ --
WE{ 33-68 34 1.96 9.6 8o-191 9 22.%0 107.3 147.1
co1 §5-70 20 2,67 L9 71-158 10 19.26 383.3 493.2
co2 S3-bb Ay} 2,61 159.7 80-135 28 11.81 483.3 645.0
Ral J0-68 97 1.27  140.1 B1-174 Y3 16.04 k3 e 515.4
R&2 30-64 33 1.71 104,7 B2-144 4 14,40 462.4 © 587.1
RA3 0-70 0 -- - 89-119 ] 10.14 239.8 239.8
RA4 456-9% ? 1.90 43.9 100-148 b 26.58 409.3 433.2
PAZ 3i-98 16 393 119.2 111-151 & 25,62 199.8 J19.0
Al 55-99 19 4,37 47,3 14-196 11 32,48 290.9 338.2
PA3 35-87 13 2,48 21,3 109-133 2 16.20 21.1 42.4
PANL 12-55 14 1,06 19.5 77-220 18 36.49 gas.0 ® B74.4
PANZ 34-38 1? .84 8.9 63-181 14 12,09 41,8 250.7
PAN3 31-58 3 .68 L0 H4-4B4 88 26,61 2,054.3° 2,057.3
SAC3 42-48 48 1.85 149.8 75-212 30 19.34 471,8 © B21.4
SACS = 4-81 170 .83 740 B4-194 I3 13.43 308.6 ° 582.6
NA2 34-46 4 1.83 22.4 47-107 ] 8.20 124.8 147.90
NAZ 34-55 22 0.94 4.3 76-217 34 25.9¢  1,326,0 ® {3805
HA4 23-53 19 0,84 16.0 76~124 14 9.22 139.2 195.2
NAS @ 24-59 23 2.02 93.8 71-235 Ib 33.92  2,072.5° 2,171.3
KAG 33-32 11 0.87 2.3 47-205 24 19.23 975.9 © 997.2
NA? 32-56 2 0.70 22,2 72-160 5 12,34 93.9 118,14
NAB 28-54 13 0.6 22.4 70-195 i3 | 22,11 1,58%2.1 1,974,5
NAg ® 30-33 3 0.4 20.7 §7-233 24 38.82 2,041, ° 2,062.%
NAS2 33-56 7 0.86 1.3 75-145 4 22,30 6110 P 652.3
NAS3 36-42 b 0,70 19.5 71-94 ) 3.03 139.8 159,3
Other Salmonids F
RA1 CH &6 { 3.00 3.3
PAI BK  75-94 4 7.02 22,5 117 1 14.8 13.4 35.9
PA3 BK  33-106 19 7.21 90,1 [16-133 10 23,73 138.7 246.8
NAZ CH  55-83 3 1.96 36,9
NA3 CH  49-75 1 2,83 7.9
NAS CH  45-103 3 B.&0¢ 39.6
NAB CH  59-73 2 3.70 16,7
NAT CH  40-74 3 3.20 21,1
PANL DV 78-117 ] 8,94 22.5

See Appendix 0 for site designations.
¢ of fish seasured, plus fish with weights estimated from length/weight curve for that streas.
fean weight x estimated densities,
Hatchery fish included,
No weights seasured so used weights for fish of sase size tategary from other site.
Listed with site designations is species code: CH = chinook salson, WF = white fish,
DY = bull trout, BK = brook trout.
6 Reights estimated by extrapolation.
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Appendix T. Length/weight of trout captured on N.F. Asotin Creek, 1986.
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Figure 1. Length/weight for rainbow trout up to 225 mm fork length.
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Figure 2, Length/weight for rainbow trout 100 mm fork length.
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Appendix U. Relative abundance of non—salmonid fish species present
at mites electrofished by WDG during fall 19B86.

_ RED-SIDED . FEAMOUTH/
SITE SCULFINSA DACE® LAMPREYS SUCKERS® SHINERE SCUAWFISH CHISELMOUTH=

RAl cCF N N P ] N M
RAZ C M M N N M N
RAS N N N N L\ M R
RA4 N i N N M N ]
CR1 ¥-T M7 ¥—LN M M N M M
co1 N N N N N N M
co2 N N M N N Al N
WE1 0 O-1.N N N i N M
2AC3 Q 0 M M M M N
SACE o N N N N N i
NAZ i 2 M ™ ™ M M
NAT 7 7 N M N ] N
MA4d 7 ? N N M B M
NAS 7 = N M N N N
NAL 7 ? ] | M N N
NAT7 ? i M N M N N
MAB ? ? N M N N M
NAY 7 ? N N M N N
NAS2 Y R-LN i N M N N
NAST ? ? N N N M M
FAN1 ? ? M N N N N
FPANZ ? ? N N N N N
FANZ 7 7 M N [\ Y M
FAZ cC N N M N N N
Fal C N N N M M N
FAS ? 7 Y M N i N
S Soculpins may include Fiuwte or Margined.
B Dace may include Long—nosed (LN) and speckled (8).
€ Lamprey are River lamprey (Bugert WDF, pers. commun.) .
2  Suckers may include bridgelip (BL) and large scale (L8).
E gome fish classified az peamouth at TUl and TUZ may be chiselmouth.
7 Relative abundance is:
N = none present
Y = present {amount not recorded)
R = 0—-4 fish captured
0= S-i0 "
C *10 +ish captured
[« ]

letters after the hypben are the species identification (see
foptnotes above).
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Appendix V.,
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Length-frequencies for rainbow trout captured by WDF on portions

of the Tucannon River during electrofishing, summer 1986.
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Figure 2 . Length-frequencies for rainbow trout captured by WDF on
Panjab Creek during electrofishing, summer 1986.
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Figure 3. Length-frequencies for rainbow trout captured by WDF on

portions of the Tucannon River during electrofishing, summer
1986.
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Appendix V. (Cont. ).

Table V-1i. Gamefish population and density information from
sites electroshocked by WDF personnel, summer and fall
1986 (pers. comm. with Bob Bugert, WDF).

SITE & TYPE . MABS  FOFULLATION 95 % AREA DENEITY 5
(Date) AGE = 1 2 = {N) L (m2) (FISH/100mZ) CL
WILDERNESS (above Panjab Ck)

10 RUN QO+ 22 0 23 0.0 118.3= 19.4 0.0
(8—-22) i+ le) ) 27 4.2 22.8 2.5
Tot 43 & 49 1.9 41.3 1.6

AD 4 i 5 % o . 2 -

19 FOOL O+ 8 4 12 %= e 114.14 10,35 —
(2-21) 1+ 9 = 11 1.8 ?.6 1.4
Tot 17 & =4 4.6 21.0 4.0G

AD 2 0 =z = 1.8 -
21 FOOoL O+ 4 0 4 0.0 &H2.51 &4 0.0

{(8-21) 1+ 12 2 14 1.3 22, 2.
ToT 16& 2 i8 i.1 28.8 1.8

AD 2 0 2 — I.2 -
14 RIFFLE O+ 19 3 22 1.5 165,81 A 0.9

(8-21) 1+ 17 5 23 4,0 1z.9 2.
Tat 6 3 43 3.7 27.1 2,2

AD 1 0 1 —— Q.6 -
o POOL O+ 4 [y 4 0.0 T0.31 5.7 0.0
(8=-20) 1+ 10 = = 2.2 18.3 a1
Tot 14 3 17 1.8 24,2 2.6

AD 2 ] = o 2. -
i1 FOOL O+ Té 3 e 1.0 159.22 24.3 O. b6
(B8—1%) i+ 19 4 23 2.0 i4.4 1.3
Tot ©S 7 a2 2.0 8.9 1.3

AD 2 0 2 - 1.3 -

Z RUN O+ 13 1 ig 0.9 42, =7 I5.0 2.1
(8221 1+ 5 z 7 2.5 16.5 S9.4
Tot 18 = 21 1ato 49. 6 3.8

AD 0 i 1 % - 2.4 ——
14.1 FPOOL O+ & i 7 1.0 a5, 475 15.4 2.2
(8~-23) i+ g 0 g 0.0 17.6 0.0
Tot 14 i 15 Q.6 33.0 1.3

AD = 9] 3 - 6.6 -

16.2 RIFFLE O+ 7 4 11 = —_ &4 .68 17.0 e
(8~25) 1+ = 0 = 0.0 4.6 0.0
Tot 10 4 13 4.9 23,2 V-
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Table V-1. (Cont.)

SITE = TYFE FASS FOFULATION 95 % AREA DENSITY 73 “
(Date) AGE = 1 = 3 (N3 cL (m2) (FISH/100m2) CL
HMA (Habitat Mgmt. Area Headquarters to Fanjab Creek)
1 RIFFLE O+ 85 19 108 6.6 218. 49 49.4 F.0
(8-14) 1+ 4 a9 9 x - 4.1 ——
Tot 89 24 120 ?.4 S54.9 4.3
2 BOULDER O+ 55 21 87 15.3 S81.12 15.0 2.4
{(B-17%) 1+ 28 & 35 .4 H.0 Q.6
Tot 83 27 121 1Z. = 20.8 2.2
3 RUN O+ o} 7 4 4,0 141,47 21.1 2.5
(8-12) i+ 8 A 11 2.9 6.7 i.5
Tot 3Z4 10 47 6.6 29.1 4.1
4 POOL O+ 7 i 8 0.9 123,546 6.3 Q.7
(8-11) 1+ 4 Q 4 a.0 3.2 0.0
Tot 11 1 iz 0.7 2.7 Q.6
3 RIFFLE O+ 57 12 71 4.7 195.08 IhH.4 2.4
(B8-11) 1+ 14 5] 28 16.6 i4.4 B.S
Tot 71 20 2?7 2.0 49.7 4.4
& RUN O+ 20 2 22 0.9 115,29 19.1 0.8
(8—-11) i+ i7 4 21 2.1 18.2 1.8
Tot 3Z7 & 43 2.1 E7.3 1.8
AD 1 0 i - 0.9 -
7 ROULDER O+ 29 4 33 1.6 204,94 1441 0.8
{8—-8) 1+ 18 4 22 2.1 1G.7 1.0
Tot 47 2 Sé 3.2 27.3 1.6
AD 0O 1 1 ——— 0.9 -
8 FROL O+ ? 0 2 0.0 142, 66 6.3 0.0
(8-7) 1+ g8 = 11 2.5 7.7 1.8
Tot 17 et 20 1.6 14.0 1.1
AD 2 1 S e 2.1 -
? RIFFLE o+ 30 4 34 1.4 244,463 13.8 Q.6
(B-7) 1+ 4 = ? -~ .6 -
Tot =4 2 45 5.2 18.2 2.1
AD 1 O 1 - 0.4 -
10 RUN O+ 17 = 20 1.6 144,86 17.8 1.1
(B—6) i+ a8 1 9 i.8 6.2 1.2
Tot 25 4 29 1.7 20.0 1.1
AD 4 1 5 - 2.5 -
11 BOULDER O+ 8 2 10 1.7 69.24 14.4 2.5
(8-7) 1+ 21 = 24 i.4 34.7 2.0
Tot 29 S =4 2.0 49,1 2.9
AD e 0 e — 13.0 Q.0
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SITE » TYPE FASS FOFULATION 95 % AREA DENSITY 95
(Date) ABE = 1 2 3 ¢ ClL (m2) (FISH/100m2) CL
12 FOOL o+ 12 5 18 5.0 154.95 11.6 3.2
(8-12) 1+ 29 ? 40 5.7 25.8 I.7
Tot 41 14 &0 5.3 8.7 6.0

AD 1T 2 15 1.3 9.7 6.8

13 RIFFLE o+ 27 5 32 2.1 178.88 17.% 1.1
(8-&) 1+ 10 4 15 4.8 8.4 2.7
Tot 37 7 48 4.9 26.8 2.7

14 RUN o+ 11 O 11 0.0 92.27 11.9 0.0
(B—&) 1+ 19 1 20 0.5 21.7 0.5
Tot 30 1 21 0.4 IT.6 0.4

AD 5 o £ G0 5. 4 0.0

15 BOULDER O+ 24 2 6 - 0.9 i80.10 14.4 9.5
(8~5) 1+ 25 1 26 .4 14.4 0.2
Tot 49 z 52 0.9 28.9 4.5

AD 2 1 = e 1.7 -

16 FOOL o+ 26 2 28 0.8 191,32 14.6 0.4
(8~5) 1+ IT 14 S5 % —— 28.7 —
Tot 59 14 79 7.3 20. 8 z.8

AD 10 8 18 * ~— 9.4 -

17 RIFFLE O+ 23 3 26 1.3 180.2: 14. 4 0.7
(8—4) 1+ 10 1o 20 —— 11.1 -—
Tot 34 13 53 11.2 29.4 6.2

AD z 2 4 * — 2.2 -

18 RUN o+ 33 10 46 .7  175.74 26.6 z.9
(8-1) 1+ 4 5 7 - 5.1 -
Tot 37 15 50 13.7 z4. 1 7.8

AD 5 2 2 % - 1.1 -

19 FOOL Ot & 1 7 1.0 74.06 9.5 1.3
(9-18) 1+ 11 = 14 2.1 18.9 2.8
Tot 17 4 21 2.1 78. 4 .8

AD z 0 = — 4.0 ~—

20 FOOL o+ 27 12 2 43 T2 110.23 38. 1 2.9
(7-31) 1+ o 4 3 17 4.8 15. 4 4.4
Tot 36 16 5 &0 5.6 54. 4 5.1

AD 4 =2 9 % — e ——

21 BOULDER O+ 15 ) 15 0.0 129.71 11.6 4.0
(8-1) 1+ 29 S 34 2.0 26,2 1.5
Tot 44 5 49 1.6 37.8 1.2

AD 2 2 4 % — 3. e
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Table V-1. (Cont.)
SITE » TYFE FASS FOPULATION 925 % AREA DENSITY
{Date) AGE i e (M) CL (m2) (FISH/100m2)
22 RUN O+ a8 3 11 - 76.78 14.3
(7-321) 1+ 10 2 12 1.5 15.6
Tot 18 9 24 I.9 IF1.3
i8.5 RIFFLE O+ 7 2 9 .7 168. 60 23.
(8—14) 1+ 10 8 18 = - 10.7
Tot 47 10 59 4.6 I5.0
AD 1 1 2 * — 1.2
16.5 ROULDER O+ 39 10 51 Sl 230.99 22.1
(8-19) i+ 42 g8 51 .4 22.1
Tot 2 10T T 44,2
AD 4 0 4 - F
HMAS (side channels within the HMA)
i FOOL O+ i9 € i9 8] 106,16 17.9
(8-27) 1+ i 6 26 4.3 24.5
Tot 8 & 44 2.1 41.3
AD 2 0 2 - 1.9
2 RUN O+ 15 4] 15 0 63,03 2Z.8
(8-27) 1+ A 3 & - 2.5
Tot 18 I 21 1.6 35,3
AD 2 0 2 — 2.2
3 POOL O+ 7 O 7 3] 89.86 7.8
(8-28) 1+ & 2 8 2.0 8.9
Tot 13 2 13 1.2 17.7
AD 2 1 I % —— 3.3
4 RUN O+ 8 4 12 - 62.351 19.2
(8—28) 1+ 2 0 3 0.0 4.8
Tot 11 4 15 2.7 24,0
AD 1 ] 1 —- 1.6
S POOL QO+ AT S 43 1.7 109.85 32.1
(7-30) 1+ i2 A 15 2.0 . 13.7
Tot S0 a8 59 .1 53.7
AD 4 Q 4 0.0 .6
& RUN O+ 10 1 11 0.7 65.78 16.7
(8-28) i+ a8 = 11 2.5 16.7
Tot 18 4 22 2.1 I3.4
AD 5 2 7 % - 10.6
Hartsock (HMA headquarters to Hartsock Grade)
2 RUN O+ 148 47 215 17.7 414,34 S51.9
(9=-22) 1+ a9 32 91 = — 22.0
Tot 207 79 II2 31.8 80.1
AD 1 Q 1 e 0.2
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Table VY-1. (Cont.)
SITE » TYFE FASS
(Date) AGE i 2
3 RURN o+ 1594 G
(7—-2&) 1+ 20 =
Tot 174 R
4 RIFFLE O+ 173 44
(P-11> i+ 1= =
Tot 1Bé 47
YD) 1 0
5 RIFFLE Q-+ &9 27
(?—-15) 1+ 14 5
Tot 83 A
Marengo (Hartsock Grade to Marengo)
FOOL O+ 22 Q
{8-8) 1+ i3 7
Tot 323 &
Hatch = =
SHEEF CREEEK ¢«
1 RIFFLE O+ 3 O
(6—113 1+ 5 ]
: Tot 1= 0
5 RIFFLE o©O+ Q 1
{&—16) 1+ 3 0
Tat z 1
CUMMINGS CREEK
1 RUN O+ 11 =
{(6—18) 1+ = 0
Tot 14 A
2 RUN Q-+ ? 4
(6~18) 1+ 7 0
Tot 16 iq
PANJAB CREEK
1 RUN Q-+ 15 1
(6—9) 1+ 17 ]
Tot Z2 i
AD 11 O
2 RUN O+ 10 o]
(6&—9) 1+ 13 1
Tot 23 1
AD < Q
% RIFFLE O+ 4 i
(&—F) 1+ 7 z
Tot 11 4
An 4 2
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25 % AREA DENSITY
CL (m2) {FISH/100m3)
8.9 405, G0 48.1
1.5 .7
8.8 5%.8

12.8 450G, 03 S91.3
1.9 . b
A ool

r——— 0.2

18.3 Z0l.72 5.8
4.4 5.6

12.9 44,1
@.4 108.72 2.2

12.0 202,

17.1 a6 1

—— D.D
Q.0 149.29 1.8
Q.0 3.0
0.0 4,7
- 88.21 1.1
0.0 Z.4
- 4.5

2.1 35.09 GIR.9

0.0 8.5

1.8 48.5

9.2 353.80 9.1

0.0 19.6

2.2 95.9

0.4 B1.37 19.7

0.0 20.9

0.4 40. 6

Q.0 13.5

0.0 179.64 S.b

0.6 7.8

0.4 13.4

Q.0 Sa0

1.3 113,93 4.4

2.7 8.8

2.7 S

= Sa 3



Table v-2.

FASS Lengths
SITE » Species ® 1 2 53 (mm)
DOTHER GAME FISH »
WILD = Dv 1 0 14646
3 DV 1 186,145
1o DV 5 Q 205,125,114,109,122
11 v A 0 152,182,111
14 DV 2 Q 121,201
14 WF 2 i I60,415,3243
16.1 DV 1 0 191
1?2 v & O 120,52,122,108,89,127
21 DV S z 102,132,124,116,133,127,120,124
FANJAB
= Dy 1 0 131
SHEEF
1 Dy 2 0 203,140
3 DV 1 ] 179
HMA
S WF 1 O 215
é WF 2 O 20l ,191
8 v 1 Q 189
12 WF 2 0 380.385
12 DV 3 1 203,211 ,261,310
14 Dy 4 ] 185,213,146,302
16 o]V 1 0 I0s6
16.5 DV 1 Q 150
17 DV 1 0 178
1.3 DV 1 O 1351
20 WF 1 0 0 Z0
21 oy 1 Q 230
22 v 1 0 233
HMAS
2 DV 1 0 192
HART
= WF 2 0 232,295
S WF 1 0 238
(=]

0 *

Bites within the Wilderness start at the Panjab confluence

and are at 1000 ft intervals, with Site 21 about 300 m below
Ruchert’'s Camp. 1985 sites 2.2, 2.4, I.3, 3.4, 4.2, 7, and 10
were renamed I, 5, 10, 11, 14, 19, and 21, respectively, for
1986. HMA sites begin near the HMA HE then at approx. 1000 m
intervals in a systematic manner by habitat type. Hartsock
sites begin at Hartsock Grade (Sites 2. and = were TU7 and 8,
respectively, in 1985). Hart 4 & S5 are new for 1986 — contact
Bob Bugert, WDF, for specific locations. Panjab sites were at
240 ft intervals with the first site 150 ft upstream of the
confluence. Sheep and Cumming Creeks are similar to Fanjab.
Age based on length—frequency histograms. 1+ and Total includes
hatchery fish. AD = Adipose or ventral {in clips or brands.
<= 60% reduction between passes, used sum to estimate population.
Data for Sheep Ck sites 2 and 4 are unavailable from WDF.

DV = bull trout, WF = white fish.
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Appendix w.

Rainbow and Brown Trout Plants, ‘Lyon’s Ferry/Tucannon, 1986.

No. of Pounds No. Fish

COUNTY LOCATION Plants of Fish Planted
ASOTIN Alpowa Ck. 1 840 2604
Asotin Ck. 1 2125 6588

Golf Course Pd. 2 250 4215

Headgate Pd. 2 710 2345

Silcott P4d. 1 430 1505

W.Evans Pd. 2 610 2063

TOTAL 5,965 19,320

COLUMBTIA Beaver Lk, 3 1200 3765
Big Four 1 1005 2512

Blue Lk. 4 4382 13883

Curl Lk. 3 4035 12293

Dam Pd. 2 730 1668

Dayton Jv.Pd. 2 595 1989

Deer Lk. 4 2587 7432

Orchard Pd. 2 435 1017

Rainbow Lk. 8 10002 29899

Spring Lk 4 5213 14920

Touchet R RB; 1 1588 5306

Touchet R.(GB)x% 1 4302 129086

Tucannon R. 5 8335 25134

Watson Lk. iRB; B8 8665 29795

Watson Lk.{GB)x% 1 630 1575

Rainbow Tr. 48,108 143,577

TOTAL Brown Tr. . 4,932 14,481

FRANKLIN Dalton Lk. 1 1680 5040
TOTAL 1,680 5,040

GARFIELD Bakers Pd. 1 290 1044
Casey Pd. 1 290 1015

Coles Pd. 2 440 1509

Pataha Ck. 3 1399 4641

TOTAL 2,410 8,209

WALLA WALLA Blue Ck. 1 180 648
College Pl. Pd. 2 480 1575

Coppel Ck. 1 400 1440

Dry Ck. 1 400 1440

Fishhook Pk. Pd. 2 1775 6043

Jefferson Pk. Pd. 2 480 1575

Mill Ck. 3 3350 9913

Mill Ck. Resv. 1 9000 22950

Quary Pd. 2 6490 15628

TOTAL 22,555 84,162

WHITMAN Alkali Ck. 1 130 468
Garfield Pd 1 415 1494

Gilcrest Pd. 1 415 1494

Pampa Pd. 3 4082 10883

Riparia_ Pd. 1 468 1076

Union Flat Ck. 1 320 1152

TOTAL 5,830 16,567

GRAND TOTAL Rainbow Tr. 86,548 253,951

Brown Tr. 4,932 14,481

¥ State program, not LSRCP funded.
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Appendix X. Corrected Adult returns to Columbia River Basin, 1985.

Table 1. Adult Returns of Lvons Ferry Steelhead to Locations and Fisheries within the
Columbia River Basin, 1985. @

Estimated recovery or harvest (% of release)

Tag Code 63/28/38 63/28/39 £3/28/40 63/32/12  63{32/13  63/32/14  43/32/15

Brand (LA-5-1) {RA-5-1) {RA-5-2) (RA-1J-1)  (RA-13-2)  (RA-IV-1)  (RA-IV-3)
Location
L.Col. Sport 17(.035) 9{.030)

Zone 6 Nat 142{.285) 51{.153) 84(.269)  28(.082)  3s8(.123)  29(.097)  69(.235)
Deschutes f.

caught

escaped 7(.021)% 5(.016)%
L.Ferry Ladder  43(.037)% 3(.009)% 20.006)%  2(.007)%  3(.010)% 2(.006)%  2(.007)%

lipper Snake R.

Sport 51(.113) 29(.087) 9(.029)'  20({.068)! 57(.194)1  49{ 166)1 43(.148)
Idaho Sport? 25(.055) 14{.043) 13{.044) 6(.020) 13{.044)
Wallowa liatch. 19(.057)_ 15(.048)

Totals 275(.618)  109(.329)  115(.368)  60(.205) 169(.371)  94(.318}  127(.432)

8 tag recoveries are based on sample data collected by several
agencies and forwarded to ¥D6 through each states’ tag coordinator.
% Indicates that no sample rate could be obtained and the musber listed is for fish collected.
! No in-sasple sport recoveries. Number listed here is jaw tags returned
to NHFS at L. Granite dam for a $5.00 reward.
Z ]DF6 data for rivers other than the Snake R.
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