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Yakima Basin Fish & 
Wildlife Recovery Board

An Independent Non-Profit

Board of Tribal, County and City 
Elected Officials

Lead Entity for SRFB Grants 

Regional Recovery Board focusing 
on writing & implementing 
recovery plans for ESA-listed fish

HERE TODAY WITH THANKS TO ALL 
OUR MANY PARTNERS!
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• All spawning and rearing in cold 
headwaters

• 1 recently extirpated

• 1 functionally extirpated

• 5 at extreme low abundance

• 9 above Bureau of Reclamation Dams

13+ BULL TROUT POPULATIONS





• Local WDFW leadership

• Distribution surveys

• Annual redd counts

• Adjustment of fishing 
regulations

• US Forest Service and ESA 
protections

• USFWS engagement

HISTORY IN YAKIMA OF:



• Meets every other month

• Strong attendance; all welcome

• Great chance to share and 
coordinate bull trout activities

• Group identifies shared 
priorities & tracks progress

• Convened by the YBFWRB

Bull Trout Working Group



Written in 2012; 
updated in 2017-18

INCLUDES POPULATION SPECIFIC:
• Compilation of existing data
• Assessment of threats/limiting factors
• Identification of actions

DOES NOT INCLUDE:
• Specific goals for populations
• Prioritization between populations
• Criteria for delisting & recovery







• Funding significant habitat projects

• Completing major fish passage projects 
at Clear Creek & Cle Elum Dams

• Funding the Bull Trout Task Force

• Supporting Yakima Nation hatchery 
rearing and reintroduction efforts

• Addressing reservoir bed passage

• Funding Bull Trout Work Group costs

YBIP Bull Trout Actions



In Summary, in the Yakima we have:

• A long history of bull trout conservation

• A good group of people focused on bull trout

• A strong plan to guide our actions

• Significant financial and political support from YBIP

BUT…



How Does the 
Yakima Fit into the 
Big Picture?







Assessing Mid-C Recovery Unit Viability

From p 46-47 of the Recovery Plan:

1. The Mid Columbia Recovery Unit has 24 core areas 

2. To be viable, 18 or more Core Areas must be viable

3. In those 24 core areas there are with 142 local populations

4. To be viable, there at least 107 local populations in the Recovery Unit

5. A Core Area can be viable even if significant risks of extirpation remain 
for <25% of the populations in a core area



Assessing Core Area Viability

• Appendix M of the USFWS Recovery Plan proposes a qualitative 
threats assessment process

• The USFWS Recovery Plan does not set quantifiable abundance or 
productivity goals

• ODFW worked with USFWS to build off Appendix M and complete 
consistent threats assessments for all core areas in Oregon

• USFWS will complete a 5 year review of Listing Status in 2020





A Very Rough Analysis of the Mid-C RUIP 
Lochsa River 17 Yakima River 15 Powder River 10
North Fork Clearwater River 12 Methow River 10 Upper Grande Ronde 6
Selway River 10 Tucannon River 5 Middle Fork John Day 3
Imnaha River 8 Touchet River 3 Entiat River 2
North Fork John Day River 7 Pine/Indian/ Wildhorse 3 Umatilla River 1
Wenatchee River 7 Upper Mainstem John Day River 2 5 Core Areas 0
Wallowa/Minam 6 Asotin Creek 1
South Fork Clearwater River 5 7 Core Areas 38
Lookingglass/ Wenaha 4
Walla Walla River 3 19 Green or Yellow Core Areas
Salmo River (South Fork of Salmo River 

 
1 18 Viable Core Areas required to delist

Little Minam 1
12 Core Areas 81 119 Populations in Green or Yellow Core Areas

Only 104 required for Delisting



A Strategic Approach to Recovery

1. Significant funding and political support needs to be secured

2. Tough decisions need to be made about where and where not to invest 

3. Given small isolated populations and climate change, we may not be able to 
recovery all populations

4. We need consistent methods to assess core area viability and key threats

5. Decisions need to be coordinated with USFWS, three states & many tribes



• What will it take to delist? Can we set a bar and communicate it 
to stakeholders, or will the bar always move on us?

• Is it okay if some local populations decline or disappear if others 
in a core area are doing well?

• Are there areas where limited habitat and predicted climate 
change mean we shouldn’t invest?

• How do we respond if partners say we might as well be one of 
the 25% of Core Areas not required for recovery?

ONLY A GOOD STRATEGY CAN ANSWER THESE ?s!
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