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Draft Meeting Summary
1.  Introduction

A. Comments on draft agenda - none

2.  Continue review of monitoring and other evaluations:

A. CALFED Monitoring Grant: 

Ford: Handout of Monitoring Summary Table prepared by McBain & Trush

A main objective of the meeting was to discuss the CALFED monitoring grant award.  The grant was awarded in response to a proposal submitted in November 2004.  John Battistoni, CDFG, will manage the grant for CALFED.  Funds earmarked for CDFG (Tasks 6A and 6D) in the proposal will be transferred to a separate account and managed separately from TID’s portion of the grant.  The CDFG funding mechanism is a grant, rather than a contract.  Using the grant process, CDFG can process grants in about 30 days, once required documents are submitted.

A portion of the work included in Task 7 (approximately $150,000 in proposed funding) has been completed using funds from other projects.  If CALFED approves, those funds could be applied to extend proposed post-project monitoring tasks to FOT sites not included in the November 2004 proposal.  Such modification would require review and approval from CALFED – that would need to be carefully considered.  Additional funds may become available from Task 5 (Coarse Sediment Management Monitoring) depending on CALFED’s decision of the proposed Sediment Transfusion Project grant amendment.

Comments on Proposed Monitoring:

· Electrofishing surveys have been used to monitor predator abundance at SRPs 9 and 10 and reference sites.  Because the Central Valley Fall Chinook Salmon ESU was proposed for listing under the Endangered Species Act when this monitoring began, annual surveys were conducted in the fall rather than during salmon spring outmigration.  This is a limitation of the study, but spring electrofishing is not generally feasible due to regulatory constraints.  

· Electrofishing surveys may not adequately sample pikeminnow and other fish species.  Angling using lures that resemble juvenile salmon is a better method for sampling predator that prey on juvenile Chinook salmon.  Stomach samples should be taken during spring surveys to document prey items.

· A comprehensive year-round predator study needs to be developed and implemented.  Stillwater Sciences had planned to develop such a study proposal for submission to the 2004 CALFED Science Program PSP - that proposal was not completed.

· Vick recommended that, while continuation of this monitoring would provide important post-project data for SRP 9, electrofishing is a low priority for any funds shifted from Task 7 because: (1) each year of electrofishing costs approximately $85,000; (2) a pilot predation study is planned at these sites in spring 2006 and the results of this study may lead to changes in predation monitoring priorities (report deadline is 30 Jun 2006); (3) other funding sources may be available for predator monitoring; and (4) monitoring at FOT restoration sites is a higher priority.  McLain agreed that: (1) electrofishing surveys provide important data for pre- and post-project conditions, (2) future monitoring should continue these surveys, and (3) if new predator monitoring methods are implemented, they should be implemented in addition to, not instead of, the fall electrofishing surveys. 

· Density and condition of juvenile salmonids using floodplain rearing areas should be included in project and river-wide monitoring.

· Bioassays to assess fish conditions should be conducted on juvenile salmonids captured in rotary screw traps.  Scott Foote has been using bioassays for this purpose and should be contacted to get information on cost, laboratory facilities, and other basic sampling issues.

· Stillwater Sciences is preparing a proposal to submit to CALFED for the December 2005 PSP deadline.  Hume will provide the draft proposal to the TRTAC for review.

· Rotary screw trapping (Monitoring PSP Task 6A) should be expanded to include two locations.  USFWS AFRP may have funds to support an additional location for 2006.  CAMP may be able fund a portion of the screw trap operation for 2007.  

· The Districts are funding 2005 RST, seine, snorkel, invertebrate, temperature, and part of 2005 spawning survey monitoring.  The Districts will consider further funding beyond spawning survey and water temperature once study plans, priorities, and status of other funding sources are identified.

Decision:  The TRTAC needs to identify study needs, especially with regard to population dynamics and predation, and prepare study plans that can be submitted as proposals when RFPs and PSPs are released from various funding sources.  Having these pre-prepared study plans will reduce improve ability to meet tight deadlines and improve communication among TRTAC members on study funding proposals. 

Decision:  Modifications to the Monitoring PSP will be limited to expansions in scope to include FOT restoration sites.  The TRTAC will request that Task 7 funds be shifted to accommodate changes in scope.  No changes to Task 5 funding will be considered until CALFED makes a decision on the Sediment Transfusion Project grant amendment.  More comprehensive revisions or additions to fish population monitoring (as discussed at the September 2005 TRTAC meeting and in USFWS and NOAA comments to FERC) will not be incorporated into the Monitoring PSP.  The TRTAC Subgroup will review additional monitoring needs, make recommendations to the TRTAC, and prepare study plans appropriate for seeking funding from other sources.  Study plan development is a high priority and should be completed in early 2006.  

Decision:  A working group will convene to [in order of priority]: (1) develop a detailed study plan, budget, and list of deliverables for the work included in Tasks 1 through 7 of the November 2004 proposal; (2) prepare or review a study plan for the 2006 predation pilot study; (3) identify and prioritize additional study needs; and (4) prepare detailed plans for additional studies.  

Requests for changes in scope and funding allocation among tasks will be submitted in a separate amendment request to CDFG.  The study plan will acknowledge the foreseen amendment request. The study plan must also address public and technical review comments received by CALFED (to be provided by Battistoni).  

The working group will meet in up to three workshop meetings to work on the study.  Meeting dates are December 7, 14, and 21(if needed).  Meetings will convene at 9:30 a.m. at Modesto ID room 3A.  Vick and Hume will prepare a working draft plan, which will be distributed to the working group on November 30.  Vick and Hume will also prepare agendas and materials for the workshop meetings.  The final study plan, budget, and other required forms will be submitted to Battistoni on January 6, 2006.  Battistoni will be available to review drafts to ensure that the submittal satisfies CDFG requirements and concerns.

Action:  (Battistoni) Provide CDFG grant forms and public and technical comments to Ford for distribution to the working group.  

Action:  (Vick, Hume) Prepare workshop agendas and list of materials that each participant should bring to the meetings.  Ford will distribute these materials to the working group.

Action:  (Vick, Hume) Prepare working draft study plan for PSP and predation pilot study and submit to Tim Ford by November 30.  Ford will distribute the draft to the working group.

Action:  (Mesick) Provide draft written summary of study needs to Ford.  

3. TRTAC process and communication

· Meeting summaries need to be provided for all meetings.  Notes for the October 2005 TRTAC meeting should be provided.  

· Some participants feel that there is an unfair balance of power between the Districts and other participants in the TRTAC process.  

· NOAA and USFWS comments to the 10-year FERC report have not been adequately recognized.

· NOAA needs a vote in the process 

· Meeting minutes should have been included in the 2004 annual report.

· Meeting notes should do a better job at documenting TRTAC consensus decisions.  Examples were DFG releasing more than authorized number of CWT fish and 2004 winter float surveys.

· Notes and comments could be posted on the TRTAC website.

Action:  (Ford) Compile available 2004 TRTAC meeting notes and materials for next annual report.

4. Flow schedule process

Handout:  Don Pedro Project Fish Flow Procedure diagram (page A-1 from 10-year FERC report).

· FOT suggested that the TRTAC establish guidelines on timing and magnitude of fall pulse flows.  Stillwater Sciences is currently reviewing data on the effectiveness of fall pulses in attracting adult salmonids; the data are very difficult to interpret.  

· The TRTAC needs to identify priorities for winter and spring pulse flows.  Discussion included: (1) using pulse flows or ‘power peaking’ to test effects of floodplain inundation (e.g., nutrient exchange between the floodplain and river); (2) the flow magnitude needed to stimulate fry and juvenile emigration; (3) the role of fry outmigrants in population recruitment.

· There may be an opportunity to reduce fall flows and use the saved water to augment spring pulse flows.  The flow allocation and water carry over process (as specified in the 1996 FERC Order) are complex, and CDFG management may not support reducing fall flows to less than 300 cfs). 

Action:  (Masuda/TID) Prepare a brief written summary for the TRTAC of the process for making decisions on “carry over water.”  

Action: No decision was reached on reducing current minimum flows for later use in winter pulse(s), but further review of past flow and salmon information should be done.

5. Website

Several ideas for the website were presented, including: (1) adding a TRTAC page to the TID website; (2) relying on links at other websites to provide access to Tuolumne River reports and information; and (3) creating a separate website similar to the Stanislaus River site.

Action:  (TID) Evaluate website options and costs.  Present findings to TRTAC by March 2006 quarterly meeting.  

6.  Meetings:

08 Dec TRTAC meeting and topics

· Report back from the Monitoring PSP working group.

· Review comments submitted to FERC (deadline is November 22, 2005)

· Questions/answers on restoration program and coarse sediment management (current project and funding status)

· Flow schedule adjustments

Workgroup meetings on December 7, 14, and 21(if needed) at 9:30 a.m., Modesto ID Room 3A.  

7. Other Items:

· (Mesick)  Dr. Russell Belmer, USFWS AFRP and Mesick’s supervisor, will retire in January 2006.  Mesick did not know who will be the replacement.  Dr. Belmer has authorized Mesick to discuss monitoring issues submitted in comments to FERC.  CDFG, NOAA, and USFWS have planned a conference call to coordinate on monitoring and other items.

(McLain)  NOAA policy regarding O. mykiss will be released soon.  The policy is expected to list under DPS (Distinct Population Segment) rather than the ESU (Evolutionarily Significant Unit) policy, giving separate recognition to anadromous and resident life history forms.  It is difficult/impossible to distinguish between juveniles of these life history forms.

· FERC 2299 TRTAC Meeting
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