












































Table A.2.2.1 (continued).

Recent 5-year geometric mean

% Short-Term Trend _ Current
Population(s) Natural Total Natural (%lyr) I-lr-];igg? I nt\;sl"i m
g)rrlég\;r; Mean (Range) Current | Previous | Current Previous Target
Lemhi R. 100 72 redds (35 — 216) +12.8 274
Pahsimeroi R. ? 161 (72 —1097) +12.8
E. Fork Springs*** ? 0.27 rpm (0.2 — 1.41) -5.7
E. Fork Salmon Summers 100 1.22 rpm (0.35 — 5.32) +0.9 329
Yankee Fork Springs*** ? 0.0 rpm (0.0 — 0.0) -6.3
Yankee Fork Summers 100 2.9 redds (1.0 — 18.0) +4.1
Valley Cr. Springs 100 7.4 redds (2.0 — 28.0) +14.9 -25.9
Valley Cr. Summers**** ? 2.14 rpm (0.71 — 9.29) +5.8 -29.3
Upper Salmon Springs ? 69 redds (25 — 357) +5.3
Upper Salmon 7 0.24rpm (0.07-0.58) 33
Alturas Lake Cr. ? 2.7 redds (0 — 18) +10.2
Imnaha R. 38 264 redds 1 216 +12.8 -24.1
(194 — 3,041)
Big Sheep Cr. 3 0.25 redds (0.0 — 1.0) +0.8
Lick Cr. 41 1.4 redds (0.0 — 29.0) +11.7

* 5 year geometric mean calculated using years 1992 — 1996
** 5 year geometric mean calculated using years 1996 — 2000

' Expanded redds
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**% 5 year geometric mean calculated using years 1993 — 1997
*#%% 5 year geometric mean calculated using years 1997, 2000 and 2001 only
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Use of the Rapid River stock in Grande Ronde drainage hatchery programs has been
actively phased out since the late 1990s. In addition, a substantial proportion of marked returns
of Rapid River stock released in the Grande Ronde have been intercepted and removed at the
Lower Granite Dam ladder and at some tributary level weirs. Carcass survey data indicate
significant declines in hatchery contributions to natural spawning in areas previously subject to
Rapid River stock strays.

Concerns for the high incidence of BKD disease in Snake River basin hatchery facilities
were also identified (Myers et al. 1998).

Categorization of Snake River spring/summer-run chinook salmon hatchery stocks
(SSHAG 2003) can be found in Appendix A.5.1.

Table A.2.2.2. Total hatchery releases of spring and summer chinook into the Snake River Basin.
Summarized by stock and release site. Information from Fish Passage Center smolt release data

base.

. Average releases per year
Basin Stock 1985 - 1989 1990 - 1994 1995 - 2001
Mainstem Snake Rapid River 405,192 445,411 146,728
Leavenworth 32,857 - -
Lookingglass - - 20,622
Mixed - - 29,369
Mainstem Total 438,049 445,411 196,719
Tucannon Tucannon River 63,733 108,957 93,742
Mainstem Grande Ronde Carson 784,785 100,934 -
Imnaha River 24,700 - -
Lookingglass 396,934 - -
Rapid River 452,786 642,605 239,756
Grande Ronde River - - 581
Catherine Creek Carson 60,893 - -
Rapid River - 14,000 -
Catherine Creek 7,552 - 24,973
Lookingglass 153,420 - -
Wallowa Carson 70,529 - -
Lookingglass 55,120 - -
Lostine River - - 25,847
Rapid River - 28,863 -
Grande Ronde Total 2,006,718 786,401 291,158
Little Salmon Rapid River 2,374,325 2,631,741 1,552,835
South Fork Salmon South Fork Salmon River 929,351 1,020,393 888,469
Pahsimeroi Pahsimeroi River 418,160 479,382 74,934
Salmon River 55,809 - 40,444
East Fork Salmon Salmon River 182,598 147,614 6,222
Upper Salmon Pahsimeroi River 145,100 - -
Rapid River 10,020 20,000 -
Salmon River 1,220,188 1,091,576 96,877
Salmon River Total 5,335,551 5,390,706 2,659,782
Imnaha Imnaha River 98,425 339,928 269,886
ESU Total All Stocks 7,942,476 7,071,402 3,511,286|
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Figure A.2.2.3. Tucannon River spring-run chinook salmon spawning escapement; estimates based on
trap counts and expanded redd estimates (WDFW).
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Figure A.2.2.4. Wenaha River spring-run chinook spawning escapement; estimates expanded from redd
counts.
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Figure A.2.2.5. Minam River chinook salmon spawning escapements; estimates based on expanded redd
counts and carcass sampling (ODFW).
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Figure A.2.2.6. Lostine River spring-run chinook salmon total counts; estimates based on redd count
expansions and carcass sampling (ODFW).
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http://wos4.isiknowledge.com/CIW.cgi?Px1r4wrg-0_D9F631BC_Px1r4wrg-GkAACjMOVg-0&Func=Abstract&doc=1/4
http://wos4.isiknowledge.com/CIW.cgi?Px1r4wrg-0_D9F631BC_Px1r4wrg-GkAACjMOVg-0&Func=Abstract&doc=1/4
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