COLUMBIA RIVER INTER-TRIBAL FISH COMMISSION

729 N.E. Oregon, Suite 200, Portland, Oregon 97232 Telephone (503) 238-0667
Fax (503) 235-4228
www.critfc.org

TO: Technical Management Team
FROM: Kyle Martin, Mainstem Hydrologist, CRITFC Hydro Program
DATE: May 22™, 2002

SUBJECT:  Impact of Pool Fluctuations on the 2002 Spring Treaty Fishery

Six System Operation Requests (SORs) were submitted to the Regional Forums' Technical
Management Team in support of this spring’ streaty fishing. The CRITFC requests asked for
stable pool elevations at all timesin Zone 6 during each week of the treaty fishery. We asked for
the pools to be managed within one-foot of full during the treaty fishery. The Corps replied with
acommitment to a 1.5 feet range (75 — 76.5 feet) and then only in Bonneville pool. The COE
uses an operating range limit at the Bonneville forebay of up to 76.5 feet, and not 77 feet (full
pool), as specified in the CRITFC SORs.

Figure 1 isasummary of the hourly compliance of CRITFC' s one-foot criteria during the
treaty fishery. Figure 2 isasummary of the hourly compliance using the COE’s 1.5 feet criteria.

Relative to the CRITFC criteria, the John Day pool wasin compliance 44% of thetime. The
Celilo pool was in compliance 41% of the time. The Bonneville pool was in compliance 63% of
the time. Compliance was highest in last two weeks of the fishery. Compared with Spring 2001,
where compliance was 92% at the John Day pool, 70% at the Celilo pool, and 8% at the
Bonneville pool, the Action Agencies greatly improved compliance for Bonneville, but slipped
at The Dalles and John Day. CRITFC did stress this spring that the Action Agencies needed
better compliance at Bonneville dam, since the magjority of nets are in that pool.

Figures 3 through 8 show the observed hourly datafor the spring 2002 treaty fishing seasons

for the Zone 6 pools. The catch efficiency was reported to be good by tribal fishers. High daily
Chinook counts coincided with the April 25" — 27" and May 10" — 11" fishing seasons.

Attachments



Pool Fluctuations in the Lower Columbia: 1 foot range (CRITFC)
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Figure 1. Compliance with CRITFC SORs, using CRITFC criteria.

Figure 2. Compliance with CRITFC SORs, using Corps of Engineers criteria.
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Figure 3. April 2" _ 13" 2002 treaty fishery pool elevations.
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Figure4. April 15" — 20" 2002 treaty fishery pool elevations.
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Figure 5. April 25™ — 27" 2002 treaty fishery pool elevations.
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Figure 6. May 2" — 4" 2002 treaty fishery pool elevations.




John Day Dam Forebay
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Figure 7. May 10" — 11" 2002 treaty fishery pool elevations.
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Figure 8. May 17" — 18" 2002 treaty fishery pool elevations.




