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arcl rg'e orting onrMM and MSE programs

- RrJ\/Jr 2ladvice to the PSC regarding
ntlal adverse impacts of MM and MSFs
~Hc :-the CWT program
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fAssess and monitor the cumulative
Impacts of MSFs on stocks of concern to
the PSC

® Review MM and MSF proposals
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Ron Olson?, NWIFC

George Nandor, PSMFC

Ron Josephson, ADFG

—— Marianne McClure, CRIFC

== Mark Kimbel, WDFW

= Carrie Cook-Tabor, USFWS
2 Co-Chajrs Ken Johnson, ODFW
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ShECANNUAITREVIEW: o MM Preposals
= _)e_r.ermf 2 petential impacts on sampling and tagging
910 Ju; s “and suggest modifications.

JJr,H Ation Report

== Docuimentation of MM, DIT, MSF, and CWT Sampling
=/ ctiivmes
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_~-=~°*_Coord|nate and report on continuing research on
= 'E]'D and MM technologies
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Cono MassViElrid e e desells

T w201 |
Area  [AEQV ﬁfmlh@ﬁf J(mllllons) ==
e v e 105 10.2
; 1 0.3 0.3
2 0.8 0.7
| 4 4.5 4.3
== 1 0.3 0.5
| River WDFW 2 7.6 7.9
= ODFW 0 4.9 5.1
OR Coast ODFW 0) 0.5 0.5
Total 21 35.3 35.1
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Mass Marked Coho Salmon
(Southern BC, WA, Columbia River, OR)
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Coho Marking Plans
(Southern BC, Washington, Columbia River, and Oregon)
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OIINBOK MassMEaRKing Propoesals

|20 3MI
(IIxllons (IMrhons)
NDRW. & Tribal. T e Y P P—
- [ WDFEW & Tribal - 28.9 29.8
\WDFW 0 0.2 0.2
USEWS 0 2.3 1.0
WDFW & Tribal 2 7.9 8.2
ODFW 0 25 25
ODFW. 0 1.4 2.0
— — | Colun ODFW,USFWS, 1 13.8 14.7
== —Fpasin——. WDFW
— Fall Tule | WDFW,USFWS, 2 39.1 35.8
e e ODFW
Fall URB | WDFW, ODFW, 2 15.3 16.8
USFWS
Total 14 114.2 114.4
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Mass Marked Chinook Salmon
(WA, Columbia River, OR)
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Chinook Marking Plans
(Washington, Columbia River, and Oregon)

45 ~
40 +
®] ]
@Not Marked
30 +
OMarked Only
2 25 @Unmarked and Tagged
2 mMarked and Tagged
=







EECte

el

- —




-W - - i _lﬁ
_— VO|unfary zV|suaI) l

Electronic

\oluntary (Visual)

' .. ~ Commercial Electronic

Sport \oluntary (Visual)
All Electronic
== All Electronic
e .;-.—-n-;- . .
. Commercial Electronic
= Oregon Coast _
Sport Electronic
: _ Commercial Electronic
Columbia Basin ;
Sport Electronic

California All Visual



FIShery Sampling Type
B T—

\oluntary (Visual)

—

Electronic
\oluntary (Visual)

Electronic
Electronic

Commercial Electronic / ODFW Visual for Falls
— = ‘_'___ Sport Electronic
== Oregon Coast Commercial Electronic
Sport Electronic

California All Visual



# Fish Encountered
9,300
14,000
1,300
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Sieok Mark Status in Alaskan Safiplings
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JoialipropesediiMisorssimillion cohioiandi
| iZmillion Chineok

- CC )f]) M remalins constant

~ Jl.c O k MM remains constant. Essentially all
Bpotential fall Chinook marked in WA, OR and
— Sldaho.

T J-

—

. Sampllng methodologies continue to differ by
= agency and are not adequately coordinated with
-~ MM and DIT .

* Increases In untagged fish sampled may reduce
sample rates and will impose additional costs.
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> AdequatdlZaulificE iR rdddriicRa e S
EooVees of unmarked DIT releases is only
J(.(.er g InAWA.

v N@\ﬁ 1nook DIT groups are recommended,
r)j' arlly for Columbia stocks for ocean MSFs

' “SiThe CWT system still remains functional for ad-
= -=marked CWT fish. It also is still the only method
~ available to the PST for estimating and
monitoring coast wide exploitation rates on

Individual stocks of coho and Chinook.
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SRVIMBRDINE and CWI sampling programs are not
SUCIENtY coordinated to support analysis by
pSERtechnical committees. The PSC should
sontnUE to support technical and policy

0fe) cesses to clarify responsibilities for

=T ]ﬁtamlng a functional CWT system.
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