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Meeting Summary

TRRP Interdisciplinary Team (IDT) 
Tuesday May 22, 2012
Via Webex, TRRP Office, Weaverville, CA 

1:00 PM Tuesday May 22, 2012 
Participants

IDT core members: Ernie Clarke (TRRP and coordinator), Eric Wiseman (USFS).  Via telephone: George Kautsky and Andrea Hilton (Hoopa Valley Tribe, HVT), Joe Polos (FWS), Andrew Jensen (DFG), Seth Naman (NOAA Fisheries), and Teresa Connor (DWR).  
IDT other members: Rod Wittler (TRRP). 
Note taker via telephone: Kim Mattson (ENW). 
Action Items derived during the Meeting
Ernie Clarke will send out a summary of assignments to IDT members with directions regarding the Big Questions by May 25.   

Summary of Discussion during the Meeting

Ernie Clarke opened the meeting.  This month’s Interdisciplinary Team (IDT) meeting was devoted to a discussion of the Big Questions.  Clarke explained that each IDT member would take on a question and begin assembling information to address it.  For this meeting, Clarke wanted to make sure all the questions were covered.  He reviewed that Darcy Pickard of ESSA set up 10 questions with a position paper.  During that process, two questions were set aside (one question dealt with issues of out of basin factors and the other addressed learning via adaptive management).  
Clarke directed the discussion and he took names of volunteers to work on the 8 remaining Big Questions.  He noted that the volunteers would be thinking about the questions, gathering relevant information, and conferring with other experts over the next month.  George Kautsky asked that they be able to reword their questions if needed.  Clarke noted that Pickard had suggested a final product might be a synthesis report that may be developed over the next 12 months.  
Action item: Ernie Clarke will send out a summary of assignments to IDT members with directions regarding the Big Questions by May 25.   

The questions and the volunteers are listed below; the lead for the question is listed first. 

Q.1 - Are Program actions rehabilitating the river itself, restoring the attributes that produce a healthy alluvial river system?  Teresa Connor and Seth Naman.

Q.2 - Are Program actions on track to produce a sufficient area of suitable salmonid rearing, spawning, and adult holding habitat to meet Program objectives? Tim Hayden and Aaron Martin.

Q.3 - Are Program actions increasing natural production of healthy juvenile salmons and steelhead and on track to meet Program objectives for natural smolt outmigrants, escapement, and harvest?  Joe Polos and Tim Hayden. 

Q.4 - Are Program actions sustaining or enhancing the riparian community structure including:  vegetation, fish and wildlife?  Andrew Jensen and George Kautsky.

Q.5 - Which channel rehabilitation actions designed to create dynamic alluvial river processes are most effective at creating and maintaining fish habitat?  DJ Bandrowski, Eric Wiseman, and Teresa Conor. 

Q.6 - Are flow and sediment actions meeting annual objects for each water year? 
This question was subdivided into three questions, listed below. 

Q.6a - Are flows and volume of coarse sediment augmentation sufficient to create and maintain fish habitat?  Andrea Hilton and Rod Wittler.

Q.6b - Are flows creating conditions necessary for fish survival across life stages (e.g. temp, velocity, depth)?  Rod Wittler and Tim Hayden. 

Q.6c - Is fine and coarse sediment effectively routed through the system?  Rod Wittler. 

Q.7 - Are watershed restoration actions and sediment pond management effectively reducing fine sediment introduction to the Trinity River?  George Kautsky.

Q.8 - How are Program actions affecting fish and wildlife populations, and vegetation communities with the Program area?  Andrew Jensen.
1:40 PM Adjourn
