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WDFW Wildlife Areas

Chinook Wildlife Area RM 5

Shillapoo Wildlife Area  RM 95

@ Trask



Chinook: ‘Working Lands’ Example



0

100

200

300

400

500

600

3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Es
tim

at
ed

 In
un

da
te

d 
Ar

ea
 (a

cr
es

)

Water Surface Elevation (ft NAVD 88)

Inundated Area vs Water Surface Elevation



Results of Seasonal Tide Gate Management



2018 Fish Use
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Chinook Chum
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Restoration Challenges: Private Landowner Concerns



Community Engagement 

• SR-101 Tide Gate Management

• Monitoring (WSE, Salinity, Fish Use)

• Key property acquisitions

• Communication of WDFW restoration actions

• Acknowledging community concerns



Shillapoo Wildlife Area
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Community Involvement in Restoration at Shillapoo

• Waterfowl Hunting 
Stakeholder Groups

• Prior land use 
agreements, easements



Western Waterfowl Strategy



Lessons Learned

• Public Lands = multiple stakeholders

• The myth of the ‘win-win’

• Long term engagement with stakeholders

• Funding

• ‘Working Lands’ approach



Thank You
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