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1) Reporting of biological information relating to your agency or tribe’s objectives for populations under your authority to manage, the factors limiting the status of fish and wildlife under your management authority, and the efforts being implemented to address the limiting factors.

How does your agency/tribe report status of fish and wildlife populations under your authority?

Who is the intended audience of your reports?

What does the Status of the Resource Report and Website represent to your 
agency/tribe?

Is the SOTR your primary report for Columbia River fish and wildlife populations under your management authority?

Will the SOTR be the agency and tribes’ basis for engagement in the adaptive management evaluation of the Council’s Fish and Wildlife Program and BPA’s FCRPS biological opinions in 2013, 2016, and beyond?

2) Coordination of the development and exchange of technical and policy analyses to address fish and wildlife issues in the Columbia River Basin.
What current and future forum(s) does your agency/tribe participate in to facilitate co-management of fish and wildlife in the Columbia River Basin?
	Forum
	Purpose
	Role

	Regional Implementation Oversight Group
	
	

	Northwest Power and Conservation Council
	
	

	US v Or
	
	

	PSMFC
	
	

	CBFWA
	
	

	Local Recovery Boards
	
	

	PCSRF
	
	

	State Efforts (SRFB, OWEB, etc.)
	
	

	Others…
	
	


Does the CBFWA table provide a unique forum for important issues to your agency/tribe?

What are the primary issues that the CBFWA forum should focus on from your agency/tribe’s perspective?

3) Coordination and dissemination of fish and wildlife management information being discussed/coordinated among the co-managers and by others in the Columbia River Basin.
How does your agency receive information relating to various decision making bodies and others in the Columbia River Basin (NPCC, BPA, NOAAF, USFWS, River Partners, Utilities, etc.)?

How does your agency track activities by other stakeholders in the Columbia River Basin that pertain to fish and wildlife management?

Is there internal coordination between local watershed planning/implementation/monitoring and basinwide planning/implementation/monitoring within your agency/tribe?  

Is there external coordination between local watershed planning/implementation/monitoring and basinwide planning/implementation/monitoring within your agency/tribe?  Should there be?

How does your agency develop responses to other stakeholder statements regarding fish and wildlife issues in the Columbia River Basin?

4) Are there specific deliverables in addition to the previous three policy areas that are not currently being addressed within existing fish and wildlife coordination forums that you would like to be addressed within the CBFWA forum?

RPA activities from the FCRPS Biological Opinion

· RPA 7 Climate change 
· RPA 10-13 Treaty and non-treaty storage 
· 35 Tributary and estuary habitat restoration

· 40-42 Hatchery strategies

· 44-49 Predation management studies

· 50-73 RM&E strategies

· Participation support for A&Ts in the RIOG

Recommendations on issues related to anadromous fish reintroduction to blocked areas

Provide outreach and mentoring programs to Columbia River tribes and tribal members

Monitor CRB stakeholder’s messages publications and messages and develop responses as necessary

Monitor and disseminate information from the USCOE Anadromous Fish 
Evaluation Program (AFEP) funding process

Columbia River Treaty renegotiation

Climate change forum
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