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Meeting Minutes
Lewis River Aquatic Technical Subgroup
To:  Lewis River Aquatic Technical Subgroup Date: February 19, 2025

From: Erik Lesko, ATS Facilitator, PacifiCorp
Cc:  Larissa Rohrbach and Lincoln Baxter, ATS Administrative Support, Anchor QEA

Re: Final Minutes of the January 23, 2025, Lewis River Aquatic Technical Subgroup
Meeting

The Lewis River Aquatic Technical Subgroup (ATS) meeting was held virtually on January 23, 2025, on
Microsoft Teams, from 9:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Attendees are listed in Section VII of these meeting

minutes.

Action Item Summary

.  Welcome (Lesko)

A. Review Agenda (Rohrbach; 10 min)

Larissa Rohrbach (Anchor QEA) reviewed the agenda and new meeting attendees introduced
themselves due to the inclusion of the Lewis River Bull Trout Recovery Team (LRBTRT) in today's
meeting. Bryce Glaser (Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife [WDFW]) suggested providing
background on roles of the ATS and LRBTRT for context before the presentation of Bull Trout-Coho
Salmon interactions, and Erik Lesko (PacifiCorp) noted that he would provide this background prior
to today’s Coho Salmon and Bull Trout discussion.

B.  ATS Participation in 2025

Emi Melton (National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration [NOAA]) informed the group that she
has taken a new position within the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) focusing on the Interior
Columbia River. Bryce Glaser thanked Melton for her involvement with ATS and asked whether she
will continue her involvement with the Aquatic Coordinating Committee (ACC). Melton responded
that her new position will involve working with Upper Columbia and Snake rivers, and it is not likely
that she will be involved with the Lower Columbia River. Melton notified meeting attendees that
Kathryn Blair (NMFS) and Marc Johnson (NOAA) will be occupying her role within ATS and that Dave
Price will continue to engage at the ACC level while continuing to be a contact for the ATS. Melton
thanked the meeting attendees for their support.
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Il.  Bull Trout-Coho Interactions (Lesko/ Doyle; 1 hour)

A Role of ATS/LRBTRT

Erik Lesko and Bryce Glaser provided discussion of the role of ATS and LRBTRT resulting from
emergency ACC meetings called in late 2024 regarding Coho Salmon transport into the upper basin
and interactions with Bull Trout spawning. Lesko provided the latest update to the relevant 2024
Decision Document (Upstream Coho Salmon Transport and Bull Trout Interactions) and informed the
group that the federal agencies have provided feedback and sent it back to the ACC. This decision
document provides a framework for how ATS is going to operate with the LRBTRT and provide
recommendations for the ACC in the coming year. The LRBTRT will participate in review of the
monitoring and evaluation work proposed in the Decision Document, and there will be a summary
report that compiles these recommendations which will be distributed to the ACC for review.

Glaser stated that there is an effort to outline requests for the ATS to address key biological
questions. With regards to the discussion of interactions between Coho Salmon and Bull Trout, there
is a need to engage more broadly with other individuals who have more expertise and to ensure that
this is a collaborative process with LRBTRT with a cohesive direction on the information that is
reviewed and discussed to avoid duplicative conversations between the two groups. Glaser stated
they are trying to determine the best way to move forward—whether discussions should involve all
of ATS or if they should create a sub-team within ATS—with a draft list of ATS-assigned topics
addressed in a summary report.

Lesko shared a slide describing roles and purpose of the ATS, ACC, LRBTRT, and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) and NMFS (together, the Services). He stated the LRBTRT will assist the ATS
in developing a summary report that addresses the list of “science actions” in the 2024 Decision
Document. USFWS will also determine whether the current acceptable level of impact related to
superimposition of Bull Trout redds by Coho Salmon needs modification. The Utilities are tasked with
ensuring compliance with the biological opinion (BiOp). Lesko discussed the contents of the 2024
Decision Document and identified subjects that are pertinent to discuss among the Bull Trout group,
asking for feedback to incorporate into the summary report that will be provided to ACC in early

summer.

Jeff Garnett (USFWS) stated that USFWS's role is regulatory, and they will review the Incidental Take
Statement along with data collected by ATS members. Garnett clarified that there is a regulatory
component that does not fit within the purview of this group, but he believes USFWS's role with the
ATS is to help develop and come to agreement on monitoring metrics to get a better sense of what
the impacts to Bull Trout spawning habitat are to help with the regulatory exercise.
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Glaser stated that it will be helpful to work with USFWS to identify timelines for providing
information to help figure out the order and priority of discussions. Glaser also discussed the Coho
Salmon transport plans and how he sees them as something that would be drafted by the Utilities
but would then be approved by the ACC. The Coho Transport Plan will include logistical
considerations that may require ATS input.

Larissa Rohrbach asked Lesko whether the content he shared is a comprehensive list of topics to be
documented in a summary report. Lesko replied that he thinks yes, stating that this is the list out of
the draft 2024 Decision Document. Ideally, the ACC will be able to approve the document as final in
their February 13 meeting.

Kale Bentley (WDFW) asked how each topic will be assigned, if there would be a project manager for
each, and how topics will be implemented. Lesko replied that this current list is still in draft and that
structure will come once it is finalized. There has been discussion of having special meetings if it
comes to that in order to complete assigned tasks (i.e., science actions). Rohrbach suggested that the
next step after the ACC meeting is to turn this list into a work plan and bring it back to the ATS in
February for discussion.

Robert Al-Chokhachy (USFWS) stated that it is important to review the list of topics and noted the
list lacked discussion or review of knowledge of the status and spatial distribution of Bull Trout,
which would shed light on how few streams are able to be used by Bull Trout. Lesko replied that
No. 9, “Identify Key Gaps in Understanding,” is meant to be a catchall for addressing information
gaps. Glaser stated that if there are additional questions or information needs then they should be
discussed; this list was meant to give ACC members information to increase their confidence in
approving Coho Salmon transport requests in late 2024. The ACC recognized the short time frame
and expressed they were comfortable with ATS starting work without a detailed list at that time.

Bentley brought up the recent 2019 synthesis document on the status of Bull Trout in the Lewis River
Basin' and asked whether there was information in addition to that review. Al-Chokhachy replied
that more information has emerged since that document was finalized, in addition to recent
monitoring data on Bull Trout juveniles. Mike Hudson introduced himself as part of the LRBTRT from
the USFWS Columbia River Fish and Wildlife conservation office. He affirmed that the recent Bull
Trout synthesis document would be a good place to start, and suggested group members review it
prior to the next meeting. Jeremiah Doyle (PacifiCorp) stated that the review summarizes discussions
over many years and supported using it as a starting point for understanding data gaps and the state

of the information.

" Lewis River Bull Trout Synthesis of Known Information, sent by Rohrbach on January 30, 2025.
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Rohrbach asked Glaser whether a first step would be the ATS's review of the list of monitoring needs
in the draft 2024 Decision Document, making sure to stay true to the purpose described. Glaser
responded that they could gather a list and bring it to ATS for review, but he has concerns about
meeting a tight timeline to incorporate comments from PacifiCorp on the draft 2024 Decision
Document, which are due by next Friday to advance it to the ACC. Rohrbach confirmed the
understanding would be for the ATS to circle back after the February ACC meeting to refine the list
of data needs and who could take the lead on coordinating a summary report.

Timothy Whitesel (USFWS) stated that the task list has been started, but the purpose of each task is
less clear. He suggested clearly identifying the questions and specific data needs rather than relying
on a list of tasks. Whitesel also agreed with the need for clarity on who will be responsible for doing
the work. Lesko agreed and would like to avoid tasks being phrased in a way that is too general and
not useful to better define what the deliverable is (i.e., objective).

Bentley agreed and also suggested clarifying what the purpose of the list is. It is rooted in the cause
of recovering anadromous fish (Coho Salmon) and how to do that while minimizing impacts on Bull
Trout. The ATS and outside collaborators (U.S. Geological Survey) have focused on Coho Salmon, and
an integrated population model (IPM) has been developed for Coho Salmon to figure out
productivity and capacity to inform future transport numbers. The benefit of increasing the number
of adults to transport upstream to inform the IPM was determined last fall, and then the BiOp
conditions came from left field to limit this with a threshold of redd superimposition, which has led
to the current state of affairs. He reiterated that they will need to transport Coho Salmon this coming
fall and need to learn from past mistakes.

Hudson stated it would be helpful to make sure the Bull Trout group have access to the reports and
publications that have been informing discussions around fish reintroduction, and that this
information can help inform solutions. Glaser responded that the information is available and could
be distributed and that everything in ATS and ACC meetings is part of the formal record.

B. 2024 Bull Trout- Coho Interactions Presentation

Jeremiah Doyle presented additional context for the Bull Trout-Coho Salmon interactions, stating
that this work came about from increased scrutiny of those interactions. Once the threshold of
disturbance was identified, the Utilities put together an emergency monitoring plan to assess
interactions, which was brought to USFWS and approved. Doyle stated that because it was an
emergency study plan for the ongoing Bull Trout spawning season, there was no ATS review. He
presented additional background information on the study area, surveys conducted, and results of

that work, summarized in the following slides.
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Ability of surveyors to accurately identify completed redds

Ability of surveyors to accurately assign identified redds to
species in the absence of live fish

Identified redds contain viable eggs

Instream egg pocket visual mark will stay in place under
normal conditions (no scour event)

Redd marking adequate to assess redd disturbance

Most if not all available Bull Trout spawning habitat is
surveyed

Environmental conditions remain conducive to completing
redd surveys (flow, turbidity, snow)
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TIMING
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Date collection — Cougar Creek
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Bentley asked for clarification on the end date of surveys being conducted in Swift Reservoir
tributaries. Doyle answered December 15, depending on snow pack; this year crews were conducting
surveys in a foot of snow. Doyle clarified that at the end of the first week of November, heavy flows
came in and delayed surveys for 23 days, though survey flagging managed to stay in place.

Doyle described an approach using fine-scale GPS they considered to outline redds, but that
technology does not have satellite coverage in the Lewis River Basin.

Glaser asked for clarification on the final results of the surveys for which PacifiCorp reported 15.8%
redd superimposition. Glaser asked whether that observed superimposition rate is the one that is
used to assess against the 10% standard or whether there an expanded rate. Doyle answered that
the rate was not expanded. Glaser replied that he was trying to understand how they ended up
having to pause Coho Salmon transport if they were below the 25% allowable rate for the year.

Jeff Garnett replied that there were times last season when the crew had trouble getting into the
field due to weather conditions. Due to the lack of data collected during that time, USFWS worked to
model what redd superimposition could potentially have been and identified a need to fill that
information gap in the future. Glaser replied that he hoped this topic could be presented on in the
future.

Jeremiah Doyle stated that in Swift Reservoir, Bull Trout only have two known streams (Pine/P8 and
Rush Creeks) that they can utilize for spawning even though there are many other streams that other
anadromous species can spawn in. Off Yale Reservoir, spawning opportunities for Bull Trout are even
more limited, with only one usable creek, Cougar Creek.

lll. Draft 2024 Annual Operating Plan Comment Review
(Rohrbach; 20 min)

Larissa Rohrbach stated she appreciates everyone that took time to review the draft Annual
Operating Plan (AOP). There has not been time to formally address the comments since they were
just received shortly before the meeting. It was understood that the heaviest revisions were made to
the strategies “Adult Abundance and Composition” (Strategy A). She pointed out that some
comments were editorial and could be resolved quickly, but there are some that rise to the level of
ATS discussion, and PacifiCorp currently is working to determine which require involved discussion.

Josua Holowatz (WDFW) offered kudos to those who worked on compiling the AOP and noted how
it has improved iteratively over time. He brought up Kale Bentley's work on Strategy A that added
Chum Salmon monitoring details and stated how these additions may be an opportunity to examine
a species that previously were not able to be adequately assessed. He stated that aspects of the AOP,
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like and disposition for habitat preparation in the reservoirs, still need to be assessed. Rohrbach
asked whether the AOP is the appropriate place for that information on disposition to be included.

Chris Karchesky (PacifiCorp) agreed on the proposed plan to include disposition plans in the AOP. The
AOP is meant to report short-term plans, and other documents point to more programmatic-level
actions. He confirmed there are transport plans being developed in the Fish Passage Subcommittee
(FPS), with the ongoing work to be done on Coho Salmon numbers, that will refine this. Holowatz
stated that he thought there would be a guiding document from the FPS with some messaging

about new data coming in.

Rohrbach brought up Strategy A, which she identified to have a few comments that could be
addressed. She asked Bentley whether the revisions made to that strategy included new methods or
just improvements to the existing content. Bentley answered that the methods have not changed,
and that he just made edits to language that had not been updated to try and streamline the

content.

Rohrbach stated that a topic that will require more discussion is fish disposition. Points during the
year have been identified when the ATS will plan to insert updates based on what is anticipated for
run sizes. The ATS will check in at key points in the year to update broodstock collection curves and

transport curves.

Jeremiah Doyle reported that for steelhead adult monitoring, there were not any major updates from
2024. Mount Hood Environmental provided their study plan for 2025 at the same time the AOP was
being issued, and the only substantive change was to drop a sampling location because it was not
productive in 2024. Doyle said the first day of field work on this effort is February 7, 2025.

A comment was made requesting an update to the status of the Hatchery and Genetic Management
Plan (HGMP). Erik Lesko answered that discussions surrounding this document are ongoing at the
level of legal review. Bryce Glaser stated that he wanted to get a better understanding of when
discussions surrounding the HGMP will occur at the ACC. He had initial drafts and wanted to make
sure they are included in these discussions. Kathryn Blair stated that she has a call planned with
NMFS's legal counsel soon, and then she will be able to get the ball rolling. Glaser thanked her for
the update.

Rohrbach then suggested that PacifiCorp will strive to address within the month. Any comments that
remain or need follow up after this year's work should be flagged for discussion in the ATS. Lesko
agreed tentatively and echoed the intention to have a response back to commenters by the next ATS
meeting so the 2025 AOP can be finalized.
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IV. Monitoring Activity Reporting and Review Timelines
(Bentley; 20 min)

Larissa Rohrbach opened this section of the meeting to say that this topic is specific to reporting on
monitoring activities that occur at the front end of the year.

Kale Bentley stated that he would like a more adequate description for when deliverables are to be
completed and available for review by ATS. His concern with the timeline is that activities are carried
out in the early part of the year, and then the associated reporting is completed in summer or fall
and not distributed to the group until the following May in the annual report. He stated that he
understands the cycle of annual reporting, but this timing leads to monitoring activities being
completed without the group being able to review the results of work completed the year prior. He
said that this is the reason for being stuck in purgatory with some monitoring efforts. Bentley stated
that he thinks the group needs to collaborate to formalize the timing associated with deliverables for
analysis and reports, specifically with regard to spring activities in order to make iterative changes

year over year.

Erik Lesko replied that the Utilities follow their obligations in terms of annual reports and that they
have tried different approaches to get reports out earlier, but it is not an easy task due to the field
season timing. Bentley replied that this is causing collected data to be unusable for ATS; if PacifiCorp
is going to invest in this work, there needs to be a more formal cycle of review for it to be useful.
Lesko replied that he does not know whether this is a possibility; there is a minimum 5-month lag,
with the reporting on 2024 activities coming in May of 2025 because it takes time to analyze and
report. Having multiple reporting dates would be incredibly difficult to deliver consistently. Bentley
replied that it has to do with when the work is completed; with fall work, there is a window of time
for discussion, but that is not the case with spring work. He said it would benefit the group to be
able to review the monitoring activities that have undergone major changes or are not meeting
objectives. Lesko agreed that the timeline is not ideal and that perhaps there is prioritization that can
be discussed, but it is a difficult task getting consultants to analyze data and present results within
the same field season due to ongoing field work. Bentley mentioned a stoplight table reported by
PacifiCorp in their AOP that could be used to prioritize discussion of any project that is not labeled
green. Lesko replied that he would be happy to work together and discuss solutions. Bryce Glaser
offered that the path to move forward would be to identify which projects are taking place in the
spring, the current reporting timeline, and the ideal timeline for results to receive more thorough
review—that would offer a kickoff point for determining whether there should be a change in
reporting timing and costs for reporting that should be requested in scopes of work for contractors.
Kale added that for those projects whose timelines do not match up with the ideal timeline, identify
when contracts end in order to engage in discussion well in advance of the contract renewal.
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Rohrbach stated that there is a lot of monitoring work that goes on and associated pressure to
report annually and do something with the data collected. There are a lot of datasets that may not
need to be checked every year. She suggested that the ATS organize discussions on activities that
are not trending well, have not been informative, are not meeting objectives, or are newly

implemented.

V. Recurring Updates

A.  Hatchery Practices and Pathology (Hatchery and Fish Health Staff; 15 min)

Jessy Cody (PacifiCorp) gave an update to the hatchery operations in the Lewis River Basin. He stated
that Merwin Hatchery had wrapped up summer steelhead spawning and eggs were picked. Rainbow
Trout eggs hatched and are getting set up to start ponding. Raceways for the 2024 brood year are
doing great and are on track with growth. He stated they are working on annual reports and getting
prepared for late-winter steelhead broodstock collection. They are also taking advantage of the
weather to get landscaping tasks completed around the facilities. At Speelyai, spring Chinook Salmon
and Coho Salmon are ponded and on feed as normal. Spring Chinook Salmon started showing signs
of acostia, and losses started to climb in their raceways, so they are now on medicated feed. He also
stated that there is preparation for upcoming marking and tagging efforts. Larissa Rohrbach brought
up that she needed to reach out to obtain the broodstock collection curves for inserting into the
AOP. Cody replied that the latest winter steelhead broodstock collection curves are done and can be

provided soon.

Mike Chamberlain (WDFW) updated the group, stating the hatchery is preparing to release spring
Chinook Salmon and that they just need a prerelease health check. They have ponded almost all of
the early Coho Salmon and will pond the late Coho Salmon.

VI. Administrative Items

B. ATS Priorities — Status and Next Steps (Lesko; 15 min)

The next meeting will be held on February 27, 2025. Erik Lesko stated that he is in the process of
developing a scope of work for Strategy G of the AOP (for collection of genetics samples) and will

have an update to offer.

Josua Holowatz stated that WDFW is in the process of finalizing the Cowlitz-Kalama-Lewis fact sheet
that will be shared when final. This document will provide a preseason forecast and fishery structure
for 2025.
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Name Affiliation
Lincoln Baxter Anchor QEA
Larissa Rohrbach Anchor QEA
Christina Donehower Cowlitz PUD
Amelia Johnson LCFRB
Jesse Cody PacifiCorp
Jeremiah Doyle PacifiCorp
Mark Ferraiolo PacifiCorp
Chris Karchesky PacifiCorp
Erik Lesko PacifiCorp
Kathryn Blair NMEFS
Marc Johnson NOAA
Emi Melton NOAA
Jonathan Stumpf Trout Unlimited
Robert Al-Chokhachy USFWS
Jeff Garnett USFWS
Mike Hudson USFWS
Timothy Whitesel USFWS
Kale Bentley WDFW
Mike Chamberlain WDFW
Bryce Glaser WDFW
Josua Holowatz WDFW
Anja Huff WDFW
Christopher Kopack WDFW




