Physical Workgroup Quarterly Meeting – 7/14/2025
Attendees – Smokey Pittman, Scott Kennedy, David Gaeuman, Josh Boyce, Patrick Flynn, James Lee, Colin Hughes, Kyle De Julio, Eric Peterson, Reuben Smit, Seth Naman
Notes (Smokey)
Meeting objectives:
1. Re-engage monitoring and modeling subgroups and help them get moving toward completion
2. Provide TRRP with ideas for FY2027 Science recommendations
Reminders:
1. Review the annual cycle map (Smokey)
a. Quarters are the fiscal quarters
b. Discussed WG coordinator election – none recommended
c. Smokey will submit annual workplan in late summer
2. 2025 Hatchery Reach Augmentation (James)
a. Requests strong recommendations from the WG’s to cover this action
b. Agreed to schedule another meeting with RAEG and PWG to formulate this recommendation
c. If we can’t get consensus on wood, ok to just do the sediment his year
d. We don’t have our FY26 budget yet, but TMC approved $300k for wood and $100k for sediment this year (plus we had a surplus from last year)
1. Review Monitoring Subgroup Assignments (need these done by late August
a. Terrain / SRH-2D 40 Mile Model – Dave Gaeuman
b. No work has been completed yet
c. Should be fairly easy to finish
d. Smokey sent Dave template
2. Detrending DEM – Colin Hughes/Patrick Flynn
a. Done
3. Grain Size Facies Map (formerly Colin)
a. Reuben provided 2025 update
b. The data show the river has fined since 2014
c. 2025 data sent to HVT, have not heard from them
d. There may be a sampling bias toward finer material
i. DG suggests sub sampling with pebble counts to see if there’s a systematic bias
e. Reuben volunteered to pick up where colin left off
f. Smokey will query HVT and also let them know we are working on this monitoring review
4. Active Bar Monitoring – Smokey Pittman (Done)
a. Finished
5. Sediment Transport (Hydrophones) – Smokey Pittman
a. Should be done fairly soon.
6. DSS Model - Total bedload transport at Douglas City– Kyle DeJuilio
i. Got started, has a draft almost ready for DG to review
ii. Will send to Smokey when done and if no suggested change, Smokey will forward to the PWG for review
7. Stream gaging – FWG is the lead, Done
8. Additional Sediment transport monitoring needs (new group)
a. Volunteers: Smokey (lead), Dave
9. FY2027 Science Proposals - Smokey shared these (after the meeting) as a possible first draft for TRRP:
a. Revisit tracer gravel studies up near Lewiston
i. Radio tagged tracer gravels have not been monitored for over 5 years
ii. Presents an opportunity to build upon work that already been done 
iii. Would provide insight into: 
1. sediment transport dynamics related to five peaks >8,000 cfs
2. the fate (transport distance) of injected gravels over time
b. Additional sediment related monitoring
i. Initiate robust sediment augmentation monitoring
1. Currently not being performed
2. Would facilitate more effective decision making for gravel and fine sediment augmentation recommendations
3. Relating to site-specific objectives would provide robust evaluation of augmentation effectiveness
ii. Calibrate hydrophones with bedload sampling
1. Hydrophone signals require site-specific and up to date calibration data to provide sediment transport calculations
2. Would inform:
a. gravel augmentation monitoring, 
b. reach scale sediment budget and 
c. environmental flow effectiveness monitoring
iii. Initiate turbidity monitoring
1. We need baseline as well as post-implementation monitoring for fine sediment augmentation 
2. Informs recreational needs “fishable days”
3. Could be used for suspended sediment load computations (when calibrated with suspended sediment sampling)
c. Evaluate environmental flow effectiveness
i. These flows are intended to influence Physical Objectives 3,4,5,6,7
1. Increase bed mobility and scour
2. Increase bar area
3. Maintain sediment mobility thresholds at favorable levels
4. Maintain fine sediment storage at healthy levels
5. Promote channel migration
ii. Studies could be designed to assess how well these flows accomplish these (and likely other) objectives
iii. Studies could be designed to contrast ROD flow effectiveness with Environmental Flow effectiveness
10. Environmental Flow Evaluation Study 
a. Eric Petersen provided an update regarding what the evaluation working group has come up with so far
11. Alluvial Attributes Discussion
a. Eric and Seth provided a summary of work completed to date
b. PWG will get to review this table later in the process


