
What do we have in common?

One or more aspects of monitoring of fish and/or 

their ecosystems.

Do more with less!

PNAMP

Pacific Northwest Aquatic Monitoring Partnership

http://www.oregon.gov/OWEB/Logos.shtml
http://www.usgs.gov/
http://wdfw.wa.gov/
http://www.bpa.gov/
http://www.reo.gov/monitoring/watershed/
http://www.salem-news.com/stimg/april052007/new_osu_logo_300.jpg


Lower Columbia River Pilot

ÅProcesses and tools that aid development & 

management of monitoring plans for status and 

trend of ESA listed fish populations and their 

ecosystems.

Integrated Status and Trend Monitoring Workgroup 

(ISTM) 

Goal: Improve integration of existing and new efforts 

that are intended to address status and trend 
questions. 

PNAMP



Why the Lower Columbia River?

ÅChum, coho, fall Chinook, late fall Chinook, spring 

Chinook, winter steelhead, summer steelhead ïESA 

listed 

ÅMulti-jurisdictional

ÅDraft recover plans need integrated & coordinated 

monitoring



Five basic objectives of ISTM

1. Identify & prioritize decisions, questions, and objectives

2. Review existing programs and designs

3. Identify monitoring designs, sampling frames, protocols, 

and analytical tools

4. Use trade-off analyses to develop recommendations for 
monitoring

5. Recommend implementation and reporting mechanisms 
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Salmon and steelhead monitoring

Habitat & watershed condition monitoring

PNAMP



Purpose of Today's Work Session ïFish Monitoring Priorities!
ISTM Leads: Jeff Rodgers (ODFW)

Dan Rawding (WDFW)

ÅProvide information that will assist in completing 

objective 1 ïIdentify and prioritize VSP monitoring 

needs in Lower Columbia:

ÅThematically

ÅSpatially

ÅTemporally

ÅCertainty



Guidance Documents 

Few priorities in tribs below 

Bonneville

Identifies information needs but 

no priorities

Needs & priorities



ñThose components having the highest priority would be 

most important for developing additional/new accurate 

monitoring programs and distributing limited funding.ò 

ñThose VSP elements and threats most likely to express 

actual fish viability were ranked highest.ò

From Draft NOAA Monitoring Guidance Document



Certainty Guidance
(also from Draft NOAA Monitoring Guidance Document)

ÅStrive to have adult spawner data with a coefficient of 

variation (CV) on average of 15% or less for all ESA 

populations

ÅGoal for all populations monitored for juvenile migrant is 

to have salmon data with a CV on average of 15% or 

less and steelhead data with a CV on average of 30% or 

less

ÅDetermine spatial distribution of Pacific Northwest listed 

Chinook, coho, chum, and steelhead with the ability to 

detect a change in distribution of ± 15% with 80% 

certainty



Why are you here?

ÅReality is that limited resources means we 
need additional prioritization

ÅConsider:
ïRecovery plan goals (e.g. current and 

targeted status, need for early warning 
system, etc.)

ïFeasibility and cost/benefit (i.e. opportunities 
& constraints)

ïBalancing/meshing with critical uncertainty 
research needs


