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Goals and Objectives

Goal:  This scope of work is meant to inventory and 
evaluate the current status of program implementation 
since the recovery and watershed plans were adopted.

Objective: This evaluation is intended to help answer key 
questions regarding broad-scale program implementation, 
including:

• what activities have been implemented, 

• what achievements have been accomplished,

• what challenges partners face in implementation. 
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Why the East Fork Lewis?
• Supports five primary populations

• Fall Chinook

• Chum

• Winter Steelhead

• Summer Steelhead

• Coho

• Can largely be divided into three 
unique sections (east to west)

• Forestland
• Federal

• State owned

• Private ownership
• Small Forest Landowner (SFLO)

• Industrial

• “Transitional”

• Lowlands

• No hatcheries or large dams in basin 
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Recovery Plan- Key Priorities

• Program Review

• 1. Protect Intact Forests in Headwater Basins

• 2. Restore Lowland Floodplain Function, Riparian Function and Stream Habitat 
Diversity

• 3. Manage Growth and Development to Protect Watershed Processes and Habitat 
Conditions

• 4. Manage Forest Lands to Protect and Restore Watershed Processes

• 5. Restore Passage at Culverts and Other Barriers

• 6. Address Immediate Risks with Short-term Habitat Fixes 
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Recovery Plan- Key Priorities

• Conservation and Sustainable Fisheries

• 7. Align Hatchery Priorities with Conservation Objectives

• 8. Manage Fishery Impacts so they do not Impede Progress Toward Recovery

• 9. Reduce Out-of-Subbasin Impacts so that the Benefits of In-Basin Actions can be 
Realized
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Entities Interviewed (examples)
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REGULATORY RESTORATION

USACE LCFRB

EPA RCO

NMFS BPA

WDFW WDOE

CLARK COUNTY COWLITZ INDIAN TRIBE

Please see handout for complete list



Program Review within a 
Population Context (OFM estimates)

Jurisdiction

2000 

Census Count 

of Total 

Population

2004 

Intercensal

Total 

Population 

Estimate

2010 

Census Count 

of Total 

Population

2018 Postcensal 

Estimate of Total 

Population

Clark County 345,238 385,370 425,363 479,500



Program Review within a 
Population Context (OFM estimates)
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Clark 

County

Projection 

2020

Projection 2025 Projection 

2030

Projection 2035 Projection 2040

Low
472,573 494,459 511,964 528,125 540,963

Medium 499,400 540,344 576,879 611,968 643,552

High 549,964 608,158 661,898 714,065 762,479

Jurisdiction

2000 

Census Count of Total 

Population

2004 Intercensal Total 

Population Estimate 2010 

Census Count of Total 

Population

2018 Postcensal Estimate 

of Total Population

Clark County 345,238 385,370 425,363 479,500
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Ridgefield

LaCenter Yacolt

BattleGround
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RMAP + FFFPP +
WDFW Fish Passage Barrier Inventory
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RMAP + FFFPP +
WDFW Fish Passage Barrier Inventory
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Adaptive Management
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Adaptive Management



LCFRB Adaptive Management Actions

• High Resolution Change Detection (HRCD)

• Contract with WDFW for EFLR HRCD
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30 meters 1 meter

Old Way New Way
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