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We are writing to you in regard to the Corps of Engineers’ study that measures the
relative survival of threatened Snake River fall Chinook of both transported and inriver migrants.
The failure to continue this experiment will negatively affect our ability to recover Snake River
fall Chinook.

Therelative survival of both transported and inriver migrantsis a key uncertainty in the
Council’s Fish and Wildlife Program and an essential piece of information that is needed to
inform future policy decisions. The Corpsof Engineers’ study began last year, and will need
several more years of results before it can reach valid conclusions. Inthe near term, we are
asking you to support the implementation of this study and consider reallocating sufficient
numbers of surrogate fish so that the study can go forward this year.

In the 2003 amendments to the Program the Council concluded, “Therefore, the
Council...will give priority to the funding of research that more accurately measures the effect of
improved inriver migration compared to transportation and the comparative rate of adult returns
to the spawning grounds of transported and in-river migrants.” The Council went on to identify
the three highest priorities for juvenile transportation studies. The second action on the list was
to, “conduct atransportation study that targets Snake River fall Chinook....” [p. 18] The same
study is identified as an important action in the NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service’'s 2000
and 2004 FCRPS Biological Opinions.



The region has made a significant investment in attempts to recover Snake River fall
Chinook. In January 2005, the Council recommended improvements to the Lower Granite Dam
Adult Trap (#200500200), costing Bonneville $2.1 million, and in 2006 the Council supported
three years of funding for the Pittsburg Landing Fall Chinook Acclimation Project (#199801005)
at acost of another $2.1 million. Through these efforts, the region is making progress toward the
recovery of Snake River fall Chinook. But if this progressisto continue, there exists the very
real need to determine under varying river conditions whether transportation or inriver migration
is most beneficial to fish survival.

It would be an unfortunate setback to our mutual effortsto recover Snake River fall
Chinook if this scientific study is not conducted this year. The Council understands that
adequate numbers of surrogate fish for the transport study are not a high enough priority in U.S
v. Oregon proceedings supervised by the U.S. District Court of Oregon. But this could be
remedied by the participants, and we encourage you to work toward resolving thisissue in this
and future years.

The Council urges the federal Action Agencies and all of the U.S v. Oregon parties to
work hard together to finalize the long-term study design for this evaluation. The Council
appreciates the parties’ willingness to submit the long-term study design to the ISAB/ISRP for
scientific review. This science review should occur this year so that the region can move
forward and ensure full implementation of this important sudy in 2008 and future years.

Please contact this office if the Council can be of any assistance.
Sincerely,
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Chair



