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Thomgpson River Angler Survey 20068

The Thompsen River is 2 major iributary to the lower Clark Fork River. It provides a
veiuable recreaitenal fisher }, espemwll» for raimbow {Une U?han:'H Hivkissy and brawn
trout {Salme iruna) and ranked as tigh as 11" in the region in 1999 for anaual angling
pressure. Bull trowt {(Salvelinus confluennusi. Hsted as threatened under the Endangered
Species Act, also inhabit the 1 "wmp\on wiver drainage. The Thompson River and Two of
its wibutaries (West Fork Thompsen River and Fishtrap Creek) have been identificd as
cere habitat by the statc of Montanz (Montana Bull Trout Scientific Group 700% and
ritical habitat by the 1.5, Fish and Wildlife Service {USFWS 20025 for bull trout,
Genetically pure native westslope cuttiwoat trout {2 .clarki Jewisiy. which are considered a
zpecies of special concern in Meniana, inhabit the draiage as weli.

L

There are two roads thar paraliel the Thompson River for much of its length. These roads
are primanly gravel and offer excellent seasonal access to the river for fishing. However,
the two roads do encroach on the niver and its floodplain and likely have had detrimental
effects to the river.

The Westemn Federal Lands Highway Division preposed to combine the dual road
network existing alotig the Thompson River into one road system and upgrade the road to
a suitable standard for improved year-round access. This potentially involved using
portions of each of the existing dual roads and remaving abandoned portions of the dual
roads 1o restore the river channe) and flocdplain. 1t also potentiallyv involved paving the
read.

The proposed action would likelv increase fishing pressure and affect angler access and
accessibility to the Thompson River. Te facilitate an environmental review of the
proposed project, we proposed 1o determine the nature and exient of possible direct and
indireci impacts of the proposed 1oad to recreational [ishing effort, magnitude, and
distribution, as well as fishing access. This was accomplished by conduciing a creel
survey to determine existing fishing effort, magnitude anc‘ distnibution to serve as
basehine data. In addition, we conducted a mail survey of Thompson River anglers to
determine potential effects to fishing access and accessibility of the river to anglers. Both
the mail and creel surveys helped to determine future fishing access opportunities and
opportunities to increase accessibility of the river to anglers.

During the creel survey the Western Federal Lands Highway Thivision decided to put the
nroposed project on hold due to environmenta! concerns that were raised during the
National Enwromnen al Policy Act (NEPA) process. 1his report sunumarizes the daiz
collecied and provides recommendations o minimize impacts of the proposed projeci 1o
recreationa) fishing and angler access and accessibility of ii:e river to anglers, The
intormation collected should guide both alternative developmem and implemeniation
eiforts of the forest highway project i brought forward in the future.



Siudy Area

Fishery

The Thompson River is a fifth (-rdc:' draipage originating from the Thompson Chan of
Lakes. The tiver conalsl of two very differgnt sections. The upper section extlends ‘-“rcm
ihe lakes 10 & bl lg about 17 mél-::—s u} wiream «f the mowth 17 mile hligc}(l- gure |
This section i relatively lon in gradient ﬂ\.-m!';u: through a sice vallev. The lewer

section, which nc%udcs the area from the 17-mile bridge to the mouth ‘of the river. is
higher in gradient, tlowing thioueh a coniined canyon. The Thompson Kiver has several
maior iriputartes including the West Fork Thompsen River, Fishtrap Creek, the Litide
Thompson River, Chippy Creek. and Big Rock Creek. The confluzice of the Little
Thompson River is pear the 17-mile bridge. and beth Fishirap Creek and the West Fork
Thompson River join the Thompson downstream of the meouth of the Little Thompsen
River. Interestingly, the warmest water temperatures in the Thompser: River oceur just
downstream from the confluence of the Little Thompson River and above the confluence
of Fishtrap Creek. In most rivers and streams the warmest water temperatures occuy near
their mouths. but in the Thompson River. the coolest waler teinperatures goeur near its
moiuth. Therelore. the fish species found in the Thompson River vary in their distribulion
accordingiy. The fower portion of the river contams primarily a rainbow trout fishery,
which is most popular with anglers. Brewn trout. which also provide an important
recreational fishery, tend to dominate the upper portion of the river where water
temperatures are warmer., Westslope cutthroat treul are alse captured by anglers in the
Thompson River. but are more dominant in the tributaries to the river. Mountain
whitefish ( Prosopium williamsoni) are 2bundant in the mainstem and provide primarily a
winter and spring recreationzl fishery. The arca beitween the mouth of the Thompson
River and the confluence of Fishirap Creek serves as a migratory cerridor for bull trout,
although anglers are not allowed to fish for bull trout due to their threatened status, Other
species known to inhabit the drainage include some brock trout (Safvelinus fontinalis).
another gamefish. and non-game fish such as suckers (Carosiomuis spp.) and sculpin
(Coilus spp.).

Fishing is currently open on the Thempson River year-round, however regulations vary
with the scason. The main fishing seasen opens the third Saturday in May and goes
through the end of November. Since 2000, fishing reguiations on the Thompson River
between May and November have been catch-and-release only for westslope cutthroat
trout, and for other trout. anglers are allowed 1 keep 3 less than 19 inches in length, or, 2
under 10 inches and 1 over 1€ inches. In addition. aduits must use only artificial lures,
but kids 14 years of age and vounger may use bait. Between December 1 and the third
Saturczy in May, the river is open far (ishing caly from the confluence of the Little
Thompson River downstream 1o the mouth. Fishing during this time period ts ais

fintited to mountain whitefish harvest and catch-and-release fishing for trout and uamg
artificial lures and/or maggots.

s

These regulations were put in place in 2006 0 imPr ove the quality of fishing. due to the

resuiiz of tish population and angler creel surveys that were completed betwe\,rj 1997 and
1999 1 Salfel 20503 The daia coilected in [m izte 1990+ indicated that angling was

having a signifieant impact on the fisherv. During this fime period angling pressure
bagan o Increase signineantly z2s weli



Figunre 1 Map of Thompson River dralnage (ouly maior drainages, Forest Hwy 36, Rd.
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9591, Hwy 2060, and Hwy 2 are pictured) showing the lower and upper
seclions surveyed between March 2003 and Febmary 2006
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Pricr to 2000, the zeneral season geg.dlcﬂm- of 5 fis ]‘L I over 14 inches was in place for
the eniire niver with the exception of a catch-and-release seciion that was in place in th
mid o late 1980s (Saffel 2000;. The catch-and-release section was determined
unsuccassful because fish were not fully pz‘ot&cteé from harvest due ¢ seasonal fish
movement in anc‘ out of the protected area. There was 2lso a winter catch-and-release
period for rout, which extended into the spawning season upstrear from the 17 mile
bhridee. This was eiiminated i 1998 to protect large. spawning fish because popuiaiior
dara suggested that ihe number of adulr fish was low.

'

Fishing Access

The existing read is 42.5 males in length, beginning at its junction with Hwy. 2060 about 5
miles east of Thomps@n Falls. and ending at the intersection of Hwy. 2 about 39 miles
west of Kalispell (WFLHE 1999). The first 4.1 miles of cne of the existing dual roads
are paved and the remaining 38.5 miles are gravel. Major aceess routes to the Thompson
River are primarily from Hwy. 200 and Hwy. 2 on one of the two existing dual roads that
paralici the Thompson River (Forest Hwy. 36 and Rd. 9991,

Mauch of the Thompson River drainage has public access. The Forest Service administers
a large portion of land in the drainage and Montana Fish, Wildiife and Parks has a
conservation easement that maintains public access on much of the private land {owned
by Plum Creek Timber Cempany) that borders the river. Alihough there is some other
private land 1o the upper portion of the drainage, angler access along the Thompson Kiver
is currently exmremely flexibie and opportunities are dispersed along nearly the entire
length of the river. There are two Forest Service campgrounds along the lower portion of
the Thompson River and many dispersed camping sites along the remainder of the river.
Angiers can access the river virtually anywhere along the majority of its length by pulling
ofi the side oi the road and parking with the cwrent road system.

Most fishing takes place fyem shore or by wading due to the size of the Thompsoen River,
However, some [loating does occur in spring when flows are adequate. There are
currently no official boat access stigs along the Thompsen River, althcugh an informal
access 15 located about 19 miles up the river and anglers are able to carry a raft or other
lightweight beat up the bank at several other sites.

Angling Pressure

Montana Fish. Wildlife and Parks has conducted a statewide angling pressure mail survev
since 1682, Samples are drawn from the Montana Fish. Wildlite and Parks sportsman’s
database. which includes those who purchase fishing licenses. The statewide angling
pressure is estimated for two sections of the Thompson River. Section one includes the
mouth to the Bend Ranger Station {about 12 miles from the junction of Hwy. 2) and
section two, the Bend Ranger Staiion 1o the headwaters of the Thompson River,

Annual estimates of anghing pressure in section 1 of the Thompson River vaned between
3ASZ and T HET 5 g er days between 1982 and 1997 (Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks
083-1958). By 196% estimates increased to 10,068 angler davs {Appendix A, Table
A1), Insection 2 JHHU"] estimates o1 angling pressure have generally increased since
the early 1980s trom between te 448 1o [ 118 angler dayvs {with the excepticn of 1983
gstimated at 4,059 angler days) te as high as 2,930 angler days i 19935 {Appendix AL

4
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Table Aﬂ?;} iMortana Fish, Wildiite & Parks [982-19%9: Aunual estinaies of apgling
pressure in 2001 and 2003 were much less than pres mns esumaies, but this was probably
due to ¢ veluntary afiernoon angling closure placed on the river during a peak fishing
dme period, hei »een July 27 and August 30, 2001, and 2 mandatory atterncon angling
closure during a stmilar time period in 2007 due to low water and high water temperature
conditiens present in the river (Montana Fish, Wildlite & Parks 2002, 2004). Most of the
angling pressure fakes place in the summer season in section | of the Thompson Hiver
e;\_ppmdxx A, Tables A2 and A4}

Methods

Creel Survey

A creel survey was conducted over 2 one-year period (o determine existing fishing effort.
magnitude, and distribution on the Thompsen River. Information was also obtained
aboul how the anglers accessed ihe Thompson Kiver. The survey involved a roving
technique and contacung a samiple of englers on-site. The survey was stratified by
location. season. weekends/holidays and weekdays, and time periods within each day. It
alse involved vehicle and angler counts iwice per survey day fo help determine angler
effort. A two-stage roving creel technigue was emploved to comtact anglers on-site. One
stage of the roving creet involved counting vehicles and angicrs, and the other
interviewing anglers.

The crezl clerks roved by vehicle and were able to cover the survey area well because ithe
existing dual roads parallei the river for most of its length. This methed was chosen
because multiple access routes 1o the Thompson River exist making an access point
survey difficult. Major access routes to the Thompson River are primarily from Hwy.
200 and Hwy. 2 on one of the two existing dual roads that parallel the Thompson River.
Where the two roads join Hwy. 2GG. they are direcily next to each other, but they
intersect Hwy. 2 about a mile apart. However, there is also good access via a mostly
gravel road (Forest R4, 7312) from Hwy. 200 1n Plains through the Little Thompson
River drainage. In addition. there 15 potential access via gravel reads (Forest roads 4422

and 316} from Hwy. 2 east of Libby through the Fishtrap Creek dramnage. Creel clerks
began interviews where most of the anglers were located during the counts.

The survey area was stratified into two sections based on logistics for the creel clerks to
cover the survey area i about an hour (A. Zale, Montana State University, personal
communication), differences in fish habitai. and differences in seasonal fishing
reguiations. The iower section included the mouth to the 17-mile bridge near the
confluence of the Litile Thompsen River (see Figure 1). This involved the area that was
thought te receive the most angler use. in addition, the bridge at the end of the survey
section allowed the creel clerk to go up one of the dual roads and down the other to cover
[‘16 arvey section. The section also encompassed the higher gradient section that flows
through the confined canyvon. It also xepreﬂenieﬂ the section that 18 open to fishing vear-
round {from December 1 1o the third Saturday in May the river from the confluence of the
Little Tho mpaon upstreain is c-ﬂﬁec? to fishing). The upper sccuion included 17-mile

i gc r the confluence of the Little Thompsen River to mile 3% on Rd. 3991 {the
farthes pstreal N pubg 1 aceess 1o the Thompson River prior to the junction of Hwy,
2Wsee Figure 1. The sections used fm the vio:nana Fish, Wildhife and Parks statewide

angling pressure mail survey were not chosen for several reasons, The Bend Ranger
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Station i only about 12 miles from the junction of Hwy, 2 which do

42 miie river coiridor in sections that can be reasonably covered bx Wi pe@pie
conducling a roving survey. This dimmn does not represent differenices in an

fisi habitat very well etther. It also does not divide the river v w.,ll in ierms of seasonal
Ashing reguianons.

The survey was stratified by season and weekends/holidays and weekdavs 1 order to
reduce 'wrlebﬁ%i‘} associnted with Nishing offort. The seasonal stratificaiions alsc
coincided with seasonal changes in fishing repulations. The seasonal strati ﬁcaiwns were
the following: 1) ithird Saturday in May to Labor Day (summer), _) Labor I)“ v {0

A

November 30 (fzlhy. 3) December | to February 29 =_wmt(.1 5. and 4y March 1 1o third
Saturday in May (spring}). The upper sccticn was only open (o {ishing du.ring the summer
and fall seasons and thus was only surveyed those seasons. It was assumed that weekend
days and holidays receive consistently higher levels of fishing effort than weekdays.
Creel survey effort was greater on weekends and holidavs than weekdays because it is
recomniended that more samples be taken within a stratum if there is more fishing effort
within that stratum (Malvestuto 1996). Therefore, two time periods per weekend and
holiday (50% were sampled and three rime periods per 5 weekdays (30%) during the
spring. summet. and fall time periods. Holidays included New Year's Day. Memorial
Dray. Fourth of July, Labor Day, Thanksgiving and Christmas, An afterncon angling
closure was implemented during the peak fisling season beiween July 22 and September
5. 2605, due to low [lows and high water temperatures in the river. Because fishing was
permitted only in mornings during the fishing closure, only imornings were sampled.
During the fishing closure in August we sampled about 75% of the weekend/hohday and
aboul 40% of ihe weekday momings. Because the winler stratum was assumed o receive
far less fishing effert, it was only sampled 1 time pcriod per weekend and 1 time pertcd
ior every two holidays (25%), and 2 time periods per 3 weekdays (20%). Time penods
were selected without replacement within each two-week period sampled.

)
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Th@ survey was stratified by the time period in the day as well. This occuwrred because it
iz not reasonable for a creel elerk te survey during ali daylight hours i 2 dayv in summer.
Depending on season, the day was leldcd into two equal parts. During summer this
involved a morning period extending from about 6 a.m. to 2 p.mn. and an atterncon period
exiending from about 2pm. to 10 p.m. Dum,‘g winter oaly one 8-heur time pericd
covered nearly all daylight hours. Angler interviews began a haif hour before sunnse and
concinued unii! a half hour after sunset depending on the time pericd (a.m. or p.m.) the
survey took place.

Two counts were ohtaned per survey day af ra s]duﬂl stari times on the halt hour (selccte
without replacement) within the survey time period. The first count was <tarted at 2
randomiy selected location (either wop or bottom of survey section) and the second count
started at the opposite location. Informaticn obtained in the counts (Appendin 5}
inciuded the number of vehicles, iocation of vehicies (road mile), as well as number of
anglers and location of anglers {road mile). In addition, the weather, water clarity, flow.
and water temperature were described for the count period.

The count seciton for the Jower thompson River included vehicles and anglers observed
frona the Forest Hwy, 56 (west side of the Thompson River} between the junction of
Huw~y . 200 and thie 1 T-nule bridge (see Figure 1), The lower counr seciion also mchuded

s and anglers observad at the access near (he mouth of the Thompson River on

[



south side of Hwy. 200, The count sechion for ihe upper Thompson River included
vehicles and anglers abserved from Rd Q@“l between the - -Imie bridze and milepost

39. The upper count section aiso included vehicles and anglers observed aiong a popular
sectien of the Thompson River on a portion of Forest va 56 from mile 19.6 to mile
21.3. For the counts, the survey section was siratified into 3-mile lengths based on road
mileposts. Vehicles and anglers observed at the access i caled near the mouth on south
side of Hwy, _UU «’v’e?STCCO‘de separately for the lower Thompson Ri\ r seclion.

v ehicies and anglers observed on the Forest Hwy, 56 from mile 19.6 10 mile 21.3 were

ecorded sepa rateu tor the upper Thompson River section.

Generally all self-propelied vehicles {i.e.. if cam pﬁl’ﬂ that needed to be towed by vehicle
were by themselves they were not counted) that were observed during the count parked
on both sides of niver and roads, at campgrounds, camping areas, and traltheads were
counted. However, vehicles observed at homes (i.e.. in town of Snyder) or at cabins (l.e..
near 17-mile bridge} were typically not counied. 1 anglers parked an their cabins or
hnmes were fishing near their cabins or homes, their vehicles were included in the count.
In additicn, government vehicles were not included in the vehicle count. It was noted on
the count daia sheet 1f the vehicle parked was not associated with znglers if known or if
suspected (i.e., if vehicle at trailhead and no anglers in vicinity). In addition, it was noted
on [h‘, count data sheet if the vehicle that anglers came in was not visible.

Each party was interviewed with data recorded on one form for the party in the spring
season. Each angler 1n a party was interviewed with data recerded on separate forms for
each in the party that was fishing for the summer. all and winter scasons. Information
obtained from interviews (Appendix C) included where the angler originated (county and
state}, how the angler accessed Thompson River (i.e., Hwy, 200}, number of anglers per
vehicle, and the location angler was fishing (1.e.. road mile) and parked (i.e., camping
area or road shoulder) to help determine fishing access sites used and distribution of
angiers in the section. Roead mileposts and the vehicle odometer were used to determine
the specific location the angler parked and was fishing. Because there were few mile
markers on the Forest Hwy. 56 in the upper Thompson River section, each read mile was
flagged and the flagping and vehicle odometer were used to determine specific locations
where angiers were parked and fishing. Information obtained in the creel survey included
{Appendix O} length of time angler fished {including time started fishing and time
expected to Ainish fishing}, species sought, and number. species, and length captured and
harvested to help determine the magnitude of the fishing oceurring, The lengths of the
tish released were estimated by the anglers and those harvested were measured by the
creel cierk. The creel clerk also recorded other basic information inciuding if the swrvey
occurred on 2 weekend, holiday. or weekday: 1f 1t occurred during the morning or
afternoon time period: and survey date and time. In addilion, whether the angler was
fishing from the bank or a boat; the number in the angler’s pariy: and sex of angler were
also recorded. The interviewer also asked if the angler would like to participate in the
mail survey regarding fishing access/accessibility o river and if so, recorded the angler’s
name and mailing address.

Non-angiers were 2lso inierviewed az fime allowed. Sipsilar peitinent information was
recorded for non-anglers as tar angiers.

Diais was analvzed by month and by season and also by weekdays an d ee}\endﬁm’lz

Pressure was oz l(,l.]lﬁl@\. using e numker of Canglers observed in the count data. -;,at-:tz




and harvest data was caiculaied with a @’al-r@f v estimate (Maivestuto 1996). Cach,
harvest ond pressure data was analvzed by Bob McFartand, fisheries svstems analvst,

with the same program ihat s used. i‘ the statewide angler survey analyses

...4

Mail Surver

% maii survey was conducted to supplement the creel survey information obtained abowt
fishing access and the angier’s accessibility to the river. The mail survey helped o
1d~*nt:f\ angler concerns abour recreational access 1o the Thompson River if a single road
sysietn was constructed or poientially f‘la\fﬁfi i also helped determine how to manrain
desired Dishing access and angler accessibility if the single road svstem was constructed
and potentially paved.

The target sample size was 730 1o allow for non-response and provide an adequate
sample size. The mail survey was sent to those interviewed during the creel survey that
were willing to complete the survey (n = 296). In addition, the survey was sent 1o those
that stated thev Iished the Thompson River in the Montana tish., Wildlife and Parks
statewide angling pressure mail survey (not including those migrviewed} (n = 68}

Finally, the survey was sent io a random sample of anglers with fishing licenses in the
Thompson Falls area (n = 387)(about 30% 01 those with fishing licenses in the Thompson
Falls area) to meet the target sample size. A follow-up mailing was sent two weeks
[ollowing the original mailing to remind anglers to complete the mail survey in an effort
to reduce non-response.

Because it was not known if all mail survey recipients fished the Thompson River, the
first question of the mail survev asked if the angler had fished the Thompsen River. If
the angler had not fished the Thompson River they did not need to compleie the survey
and were asked to return the incomplete form. Survey resulis only include information
from those that fished the Thompson River. Information obained from the mail survey
{Appendin D) included where the angler resides (couniy and siate), how the angler
accesses the Thompson River (1.e., Hwy. 200), and the locations fished on the Thompson
River. It also included time of year the angler fishes the Thempson River and species
sought. The mail survey also asked it the angler had concerns about recreational access
ic the Thompson River if a single road system was constructed or potentially paved and
what the desired fishing access and angler accessibility would be if the single road sysiem
was constructed and potentially paved.

The mali survey was implemenied and its results were analvzed by the Montana Fish,
Wildlite and Parks Kesponsive Management Unit,

Resuits
Creel Survey

A total of 958 angler interviews were conducted on the Thompsen River between March
20065 and February 2066, (i the 958 angier interviews. 243 were conducted in spring,
&16m summer, 77 in fall, and 20 in winter i Table 1), Far fewer imterviews werc
conducted in the upper section of the Thompsen River than the lower section. Unlike the

=

iower section that 18 open vear-round o fishing, the upper section is only open to fishing
it sumnner and Tslil bt st only about 27% of the (oal inferviews conducied 1o summer

2
¥

i
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and fall coourrad i the upper
the bank or wade {fishinz, Les:

=

0

Table |, Number of anglers interviewed in creel survey o Tﬂ(:empso" Kiver in 2005 and
2006, Seasons are defined as foliows: spring includes March 1, 2003 1o May
A

2L Zais: surmimer inchides Via\! 21, 2003 10 September 3. fOl"’“' fall inclodes

September 6, 2005 to November 30, 2005; and winter inciudes December 1,
2005 10 Fe "“‘ual” 28, 26“6 -
Section Number of %nﬂ}ms Interviewed
Spring Summer Fall Winter Tora)
Lower 245 448 62 20 772
Upper na i7 l 15 na 186
Total 245 616 77 24] 958
A total of 7.674.5 (53D = 581.4) angler-hours were ostimated to cecur on the lower section

ol the Thompson Rl\'er from March 2005 1o Febmary 2006, Although the upper secticn
is only open to fishing 1o summer and fall, only 23.3% of the toral estimated angling

pressure for summer and fall occurred in the upper section. A total of 1449.7 (8D 184.0)
angler-licurs were estimated o occur on the upper section from May 1o November 2005,

Angling pressure was greatest during the sunimer season in both sections. However,
angling pressure in spring {3,099.8 angler-hours) was similar to that in summer (3.108.7
angler-heurs) in the lower section. T'all received little angling pressure in both sections
and angling pressure was lowest during winter (Table 2). May received the most angling
pressure followed by June in both sections. However, the estimated angling pressure in
April was similar to June in the lower seclion. In the lower section, weekdays received
ihe highest angling pressure, while in the upper section weekends received the highest
angling pressure (Table 2.

When asked what species the anglers were seeking, mosi anglers interviewed responded
that they sought trout in general (97.4% ) Table 3). A small portion of those inlerviewed
were seeking whitefish (66 of 958}, however, enly 3 were seeking whiutefish in winter and
26 in spring when the special regulation allowing the use of maggots to catch whitelish
was in place.

Anglers caught primarily trout in bath sections. Gf the catch, trout made up 80.0% of the
catch in the lower section and 96.0% of the caich in the upper section { Table 4).

Rainbow trout dominated the catch in the lower section {51.794), followed by wihitefish
t1%.8%}, and brown trout {17.4%), westslope cutthroai trout (6.6%), brook trout (3.3%.
bull rout {6.9%). and smal! numbers of undesignated trout, suckers. and northern piks.
Brook {41 4%} and brown trout (33 8%} made up most of the catch in the upper section,
tollowed by mmainbow trout {15.4%), westsiope cutthroat trout (5.3%), and mountain
whitefish (3.5%). Two vellow perch were alsc captured in the upper secticn.

(rverall. the rainbow trout captured had a mean length of 10.0 inches and a maximum
length o 22.0 i_“jc“:@s {n =867}, Brown trout also achieved 1 22.0 inch max rmum length
and they averaged 9.4 inches (n = 400}, Brook trout captured averaged 7.7 inches and
had 2 maximum lenﬂt 1 of 13 inches {n = 207). Westslope cutthroat trout captm—ed WETE &
naximum of 16 inches and a mean of 9.3 inches fn = 124), Mean and maximum lengths

o



{able I. angler pressure {angler-fours) by seciion Lupper aad lowers
monrih/season. and by weekdays and weelend/hoitlaxs for the Thempson

Raver from March 2605 1w February 2006, Seasons are delined as [oliows:
spring includes March 1, 2005 te May 24, 2005; summer inciudes May 21,
2045 to September 5. 2003; fall includes September 6, 2005 1 November JG
2005 and winter includes December 1. 2003 to February 28. 2006.

Section  VYear Menth/Season Weekdays Weekends/holidays
Pressure sD FPressure Si)
iower 2002 March 445 .4 1142 156.0 453
Aprit 451.7 140.7 619.5 1479
Muy 10500 308.1 1.2431 2090
Spring 1.366.5 354.0 1.5333 2083
June 6981 173.6 396.5 118.1
July 390.0 96.2 4620 165.4
August 247.6 650.2 333 12.%
Summer 1.760.9 2360.6 1.347.& 274.2
September 240.6 557 180.5 3.9
October 157.5 424 84.0 295.0
November G.0 0.0 219 14.4
Fali 3391 9.9 230.0 52.8
December 0.4 0.0 (.0 ¢.C
2066 January 0.0 0.0 263 134
February 99.0 6328 733 353
Winter 102.9 66.8 86.7 338

Toral (55 7,074.5 (58] 4)

Upper 2005 May (only
May 21 to

May 31) 97.5 79.6 4225 84.6
June 1151 54,0 IRZ3 B4.4
July 137.5 62.6 2063 739
Angust 0.0 0.0 4.2 4.2

Summer 3034 97.9 913.0 1345
September 0.0 0.0 662 274
ctober (0.0 3.0 18.0 121
November 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Fali 0.0 0 "i 65.6 303

Total (503} 1.436.7 (184.0;

{able 3. Fish species sought by anglers interviewed on Thompsoen River in 20035 and
2006, Anglers could give more than one response so percent anglers soafglzt 15
out of 95% anglers inter‘viewed

Species Number Anglers Sough %o Anglers Scught

Ramnbow troui 5 0.5%
Brown trout e 0,95,
Cutthroat vout 3 1,39
Brook irout 5 0.53%%
Trout n general 933 G7.4%
Whitefish 56 6.9%
Other 3 3395




fable 4. Catch of fish species in ’;'hﬁmpsm River v anglers inerviewed beiween March
2065 and February 2606, Seasons are defined as follows: spring includes
Ma;ch 12905 to May 20, 2665 summey Includes May 21, 26(5 Sememiber
=, 2003, fall meludes September 6, 2003 fo Noveynber 36, 2003, and winter
_ includes T)ecembc 1, 2005 o February 28, 2006, -
Section  Species Winter Spr’ng Suminer Fali Overali
Lower  Rainbow trout il 280 465 4G B09
Brown trout 2 77 187 7 273
Brook trout { 1 50 0 51
Westsiope cutihro L 17 g3 + 104
trout
Buli trout i 1 G 3 {4
wdesignated trout © 2 { {1 2z
Mountain whitefish & 127 125 46 310
Sucker Spp. 0 L 2 0 2
Northern Pike U ¢ | 0 !
Upper  Rainbow trout na na 50 & 3%
Brown trout na na 136 21 127
Brock trowt na na 154 2z 156
Westsiope cutthroat  na na 19 I 20
ot
Mountain wiitefish  na na 13 L 13
Yellow perch na na 20 2

ot each species by month along with data on bull trout and mountain whitefish captured
is in Appendix E (Tables E1-E6).

Anglers had an overall success rate of 0.83 {(SD = 0.03) fish per hour in the lower section
and 1.05 (SD = 0.14) tish per hour in the upper secticn. The overall trout catch rate was
0.66 (5D = 0.04) per hour in the lower section and 1.61 (SD = 0.14) per hour in the upper
section.

In the lower section, monthly catch rates for all fish varied from 0.50 per hour in
Movember o 1.43 per hour in January and for trout varied trom 0.32 per hour in Cetober
o 0.95 per hour in June (Table 5. Mountain whitefish had the highest catch raies in the
lower section (0.21 per hour in Octeber)(Table 6). followed by rainbow trout with caich
rates up 1o 0.86 per hour in January and brown troat with catch rates up to 0.50 per hour
in November. Westslope cutthroat trout {<0.11 per hour). brook trout {(<0.0G9 per hour),
and bull trout {(<0.04 per hour) ail had low catch rates in the lower section,

In the upper section, monthly caich rates for all fish varied from 019 per hour 1 Augusi
to 1.46 per hour in June and for trout varied from 0.16 per hour in August (o 1.42 per
hour 1t June (Table 5). Brook trout had the highest caich rates in the upper section (up o
1.00 per hour in Getoberi( T abie @), Brown trout also had catch rates that were fairly high
in the upper section (up w0 (.79 per hour in September). Rainbow trout caich rates were
moderate (Gp 1o @.3!_.: per hour in Sepiember; and wesmh,pc (:utﬁwat ironn caich rates
were low (<G.18 per hour} in the upper seciion. No bull trown were captured in the upper

sechion.

I



Cif tse 1614 wout that we

32% whitehish thel were czprured andy 7
| s resul tcd i ai esuimated 218 7SD = 590 ) woui in the lower
(S0 = 2725 irout an the upper section bemng harvested between March

,4 /{) AT

narsested (Table 7). Thy
section and 61

captured only

20035 and Febmary 2056, The estimated 101al harvest for whitefish was 2 81 (SO = 132.6)
ior the lower section and none for the upper section (Table 8) Appendix F, Tobles F1-
e
Teble 3. Monthly cateh raies in fish per hour of all fish and frout in the lower and uppe
sections of the Thompson River between March 2003 and February 2006,
Sample size (N} of anglers imtervicwed 18 included as well.
“Section Year onth Catch Rate (fish per hour)
7 All Fish (8D} Trout (58) ™
Lower 2005 March 1.01{0.25} 0.45(0.20) 38
April (.54 (0.12) (.38 (G.09) &9
Mayv (.68 (0.07) U.55 (6.09) 244
June 11612 0.95(0.11) 143
Jaly 0.90 {014 0.81(0.13) il
August 076 (0.17; 0.76(0.17) 31
September 0.67 (0173 0.63 (0.1 39
Cetober 1.23 (0.34) 032{0.12) 20
November 0.5 (0.50) 0.50(G.50) +4
December na na na
2006 January 1.43 {1.00) .86 (0.25) 3
February 4,74 (0.20) 0.48 (0.19) i7
Upper 2005 May (May
21-31
only) 1.28 {0.35} 118 (0.539) 41
June 1.46 (0.27) 1.42{0.26) 37
July 0.76 (0.12) 0.74{0.15) G3
Augusi 0.19 (0.18) (.19 {0.18) 7
September 1.16 (4.39) 1.16 {0.36) i0
Getober 1.60{0.006) EO0(0.00) I
L November i 0 1

e
Pub
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Fable 6. Montlity cateh rates in fish per hour of rainbow trout. brown 1rout. westslope cutthroat froui. brook trout, butl trout, and

moumain whitefizh in the lower and upper scetions of the Thompson River belt ween March 2005 and |

size (N} ol anglers mterviewed is mcluded as well.

ruary 2006, Saaple

Section  Year  Mont Catch Raie (fish per hour)(5D)
Rainbow Brown trowt Westslope Brook trout  Bull trout Mountain
trout cutthrour whitefish

‘ i N ‘ Iroul i ) o

Lower 2005 March 0.38 (0.20) 0.06 (1.03) 0.01 (0.0 { { 0.55 (0.1 38
April 0.23 (0.04) 011 (0.0 (.05 (0.02) { {} 017 (0.07) 69
May (0.39(0.05) 0.12(0.02 0.02 (0.01)Y - 0.01 (=000 001 (<0.01) 0.13(0.04) 244
Jupe 0.55 (0.08) 0.25 (0.05) 0.09 (0.02} 0.05 (0.03) 0.01 (0.01) (15 (0.05) P43
July (.48 (0.09) 0.15(0.04) 0.11 (0.04) 0.05 (0.02) 0.01 (0.01} 0.09 (0.05) 141
August 045 0.1 0.15 (0.08) 0.06 (0.04) 0.09 (0.07) ( 0 3
September 051 {0.15) 0.03 (0.02) 0.03(0.02 0.03 (0.03) 0.02 (0.02) 0.03 (0.02) 39
Ocrober 219 (0.08) 0.09 (0.07) 0.02 (0.02) 0 0.02 (0.02) 0.91 (0.29) 20
November 0 030 (0.50) 0 O 0 U 4
December na

2006 January 0.86 (0.15) ( 0 U 0 CS7 (0T 3

February 035 (0.17) 0.09 (0.06) { 0 0.04 (0.04) 0.26 (0.13) 7

Upper 7005 May (May { 41
2131 only) 0.25 (0.09) 0.44(0.15) 0.04 (0.02) 0.45 (0.32) 0.10 (0.035)
June 0.11 (004 (.40 (0.15) D18 (013 0.73(0.16) { (.04 (0.0%) 37
July 0.18 (0.07) 0.30(0.11) 0 0.26 (0.08) { 0.01 (0.01 3
Augu 0 G 0 . 19(0.18) U 0 7
Seplember G.30(0.15) 0.79 (0.36) 0.04 (003 (.04 (0.04) 0 0 0
Octobel 0 0 0 1.0% (0.00) i} 0 i
November 0 {} 0 h . .

L]



Table 7. Trout and whitefish capiured and harve

wmpson River between March 2005 and ?‘ bric

giers merviewsed on the

Gt e
pr\,!fD

# Captured

# Harvesiad

&% Harvested

Rainbow trout
Brown frow

Brook trout
Westsiope cutthroat
frout

RBuli trout
Undesignated irout
Total trout
Whitefish

807 16
400 19
207 7
174 ]
id i
2 &
1.614 43
323 24

Table 8. Estimated harvest of trout and whitefish by anglers interviewed on the

Thompson Rive

r between March 20

05 and February 2006,

Species Harvest (503}
Lower Section Upper Section

" Rainbow trout 136 (44.3) 0

Brown trout 80 (365 27{16.%)
Brook trout { 34 (21.6)
Westslope cutthroat trout 0 G

Bull irout 2{(2.5 O
Undesigrated trout 0 4]

Whitefish 281 {152.6) 0

Most of the anglers interviewed used fly fishing gear on the Thompson River (69.4%)

{Table 9). Some anglers interviewed used spinning gear (2

with bait

combination of gear types.

7.7%), but very few youth
erg encountered in the creel survey and ne anglers interviewed were using a
Nearly 90% of all anglers interviewed were male.

Table 9. Gear type used by anglers interviewed on Thoempson River in 2005 and 2006,

Gear Type Number Anglers %% Anglers
Spinning 265 27.7%
Fly fishing 663 69.4%
Combination 0 (%

~ Youth with bait 28 2.9%

Most of those interviewed were from Montana (
Washington (10.0%), Idako (8.1%), Oregon (2.8%),

{1.1%. nnciei

70.6%)Table 10}, followed by
Calilorniz (1.8%), and Wisconsin
from 22 other states and 2 provinces were also inerviewed. Of those

intervicwed from Montana. the majority were from Flathead (45.6%) and Sanders

{38.8%6) counties, followed by Missoula {6.2%,). Lake (3

3.3%), Lincola { {1.6%}, and

Ravalli {1.2%j ccunties (Table 11). [n addition. anglers frean 7 other counties of

Mowtana were interviewed,

nOh
b

I\)

{2.4%%)

S\J

st
d=

In accordance with where the anglers imterviewed were from,
2.4%: accessed the Thompson River via H\w 200 and 35.1% from Hwy. 2. A few
coessed the Thompson River on R, 7

n

512 from Plaies and one ftom Snmider.



Tante 1 BY/M on provines anglers were front that were Ing
5 oand 2004,

erviewed on Thompson River

state or PE‘GViﬂCE

A
st

\

o

inber Anglers

% Anglers

Alberta 2 (1.2%
Eritish Columbia ! 0156
Alabama 2z (.2%
Califernia i7 1.8%
Colorado 3 0.5%
Florida 2 3.2%
Georgiz 2 0.2%
Iowa 1 (1%
Idsho it 3.1%
Hlinois H 0.1%
Maine l 0.4%
Michigan 2 0,2%
Minnesota 3 (.3%
Missournt 2 (G.2%
Montans 676 76.6%
Morth Carolina 1 1.3%
Morth Dakota i 0.1%
New Jersey 2 0.2%
Nevada 4 (.4%
New York 3 3.3%¢
Ohic 1 0.1%
Cklahoma i 0.1%
Oregon 27 2.8%
Pennsylvanie [ 0.1%
Tennessee 3 0.3%
Texas & 0.6%
Litah ] 0.1%
Vermont 3 G.3%
Washington 96 16.0%
~Wisconsin P 1%

o

LA



Table 11, County anglers of Moniana were from thar were interviewsd on Thompaon
River 1 20035 ang 2006,

Coupty Number Anglers Yo Angiers
Cascade 2 (.3%
Flathead 308 45.6%
Gallatin 2 ,3%,
Lake 22 3.35%
Lewtis and Clark 5 (3.9%
Lincola il 1.6%,
Mineral 2 (.4%
Missoula 42 6.2%
Pondera 3 0.4%
Ravall 3 1.2%
Sanders 262 38.8%
Sihverbow 4 (1.6%
Yellowslone 3 G.4%

"vlost nglcz:b interviewed in the cree! survey paﬁu?(_ in road pull-outs {45.8%), but many
parked on the road shoulder {28.8%)(Table 123, The remainder of the anglers
interviewed parked in camping areas. Camnping areas were accessed most ofien from the
Forest Hwy. 5¢.

Anglers interviewed parked in many locations between the mouth and mile 19 on the Rd.
9991 side of the Thompson Kiver (Figure 2). Between mile 1% and male 39 on Rd. 9991,
fewer locations were used by anglers interviewed for parking. Locations that more than
{0 anglers interviewed used for parking on Rd. 6991 included the mouth. miles 0.7, 3.1,
42,115, 117,162, 17.3, and 26.9 (Appendix (5, Table G.1). Attractants at these
locanions include a camping area and bridge at mile 0.7; hrldgcs at mile {7.3 and 26.9 ,, a
camping area and pull-cut at mile 11.3: and pull-cuts at miles 3.1, 4.2 2,117, end 16

Anglers interviewed parked in many locations between the mouth and nnle 17 on the
Forest Hwy, 56 side of the Thompsen River (Figure 3). Between mile 17 and 32 on the
Forest Hwy. 56 road very few locations were used by anglers for parking. Locations that
more than 10 anglers interviewed used for parking on Forest Hwy. 56 included miles 1.1,
1.2,35.4.0,64,82,92,93, 102, and 14.8 {Appendix G, Table G.1). Atuactants at
these locations include camping areas at miles 6.4, 8.2.9.2, 10.2, and 14.&; pull-outs at
miles 1.1, 1.2, and 4.0; and camping areas and pull-outs at mile 3.9 and 9.3, The
camping area at mile 3.9 1s the U.S. Forest Service Copper King campground. The
camping area al mile &.4 15 at the confluence of the West Fork Thompson River and the
camping area at inile 14.8 js at the confluence of Fishirap Creek.

Locations that interviewed anglers fished vsually overlapped locations parked (Figures 4

and 3). Locanaons that more than 10 angiers interviewed hished from Rd. 9991 were the

same 25 the locations more th’iﬂ 10 anziers parked on Rd 90%1 (miles 0.7, 31,42 11,3,

11.7, 102, 17.3, and 265}, Locations thai more than 10 anglers interviewed fished trom

Fores*éf Hw}z 345 ?“{Z,Eld?,u miles 1.2, 35,45, 64, 8.2, 9.2, 162, and 14,8 that were also

locations more than 15 anglers pamwa on Forest Hwy, 536, Ina Aiﬂ{}n, more than 10
anglers tished af mile 7.4 on Forest Hwyv. 56

He



53 nun-aneier inlerviews

533 vere conducied representing 184 non-anglers. Lhe
majority of the non-angler intervicws took place i the upper section (61, 3/’; Most non-
angler interviews wok place o summer 182.1%;, Non- angf‘r activities includad
camping. hunting. fiding A1V, hiking, swimming, picnicking. wﬂdhf ;atching, berrv
picking. and phoiography.

inlike anglers interviewed, non-anglers interviewed parksd imost often in camping areas
{76.2%:4 foilowed by road pull-cus (22 1% Table 133

f.ocations that greater than 10 non-anglers interviewed used for pc-rkmr on the Rd. 9991
were different than those used by anglers. These areas included miles 21.1 and 34.6
iFigure 6; Appendix G. Table G.2). Attractanis at these locations include & camping area
and bridge at mile 211 and a camping area ai mile 34.6.

Locations that greater than 10 non-anglers interviewed used for parking on Fovest Hwy.
56 overlapped somewhat with that used by anglers. These areas incinded miles 4.8 and
31.9 (Figure 7: Appendix G, Table G.2). Attractants at these locations include 8 camping
avea at the confluence of Fishtrap Creek at mile 14.8 and a camping area at the
intersection of Rd. 9991 and Forest Hwy. 56 reads at mile 31.5.

The propertuon of the number of anglers observed during the creel survey counts and
number mmerviewed at 3-mile intervals on both Rd. 991 and Forest Hwy. 56 rcads along
the Thompson River compared favorably (Figures € and 9). In addition, the proportion of
the number of anglers cbserved and v ChlL!eS driven by anglers or unknown entities on
both Rd. 9991 and Forest Hwyv. 56 along the Thompson River compared favorably
(Figures 16 and 11). There were however some large differences between the proporticn
of the number of vehicles driven by non-anglers and the propertion of the number of
vehicles driven by anglers or unknown e-nt-itics on both Rd. 9991 and Forest Hwy. 56
along the Thompson River (Figares 12 and 13). One major difference occurred at the 3-
mile intervai of 29 to 31.% on Rd. 9991 (Figure 12).

Table 12. Number of anglers observed in creel survey at camping areas, road pull-outs,
or road shoulders on Rd. 9951 and Forest Hwy. 36 on Thompson River in
2005 ang 2006,

Rd. 4991 Forest Hwy. 56 Total (%)
Camping area 33 168 201 (21.4%0)
Read pull-out 314 153 466 (349.8%%)
Road shoulder 184 87 271 (28.8%)
Tatal 531 410 241

Table 13, Number of non-anglers observed at camping areas, road pull-outs. or road
shoulders on Rd. 9591 and Forest Hwy. 56 en Thompson River in 2205 and

2006.
Rd, 99%1 Foresi Hwv. 56 Total ()
Camping aie 42 96 1381{75.2%)
Road 1:-u.l'- out 3% s 40 (22.1%
Road shoulder 3 ¢ 3{1.7%;
Total 80 101 181
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Frgure 2. Number of anglers wnterviewsd that parked ar cach read mile on

1o}
2d. 9591 onthe Thempson River o 20035 and 2006,
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Figure 3. Number of anglers interviewed that parked at each road mile on the
Forest Hwy. 56 on the Thompson River in 2005 and 2006,
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Figure 4. Number of anglers imerviewed thai parked and fished ar each road mile oo tis
Rd. 9291 on the Thompson River in 2005 and 2006
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Figure 5. MNumber of anglers imterviewed that parked and fished at each road mile on the
Forest Hwy. 56 on the Thompson River in 2005 and 2006,
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igiire 6. Mumber of non-anglers ierviewed that parked al each road mile on the
Rd. 999} on the Thompson River in 2005 and 2006,
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Figure 7. Nuinber of non-anglers interviewed thai parked at each road mile on the
Forest Hwy. 56 on the Thompson River in 2005 and 2006,
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Figars . Number of anglers observed during creel survey coums versis numbet
mierviewes during creel survey at 3-mile intervals on Forest Hwy. 36 on the
Thompson Kiver in 2005 and 2006,
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anber of anglers versus number ol v ehicles ohaervad Jurmg creel survey

counts at d-mile nicrvals on the Rd. 9991 on die Thompson Raver in
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Figure 11. Number of anglers versus number of vehicles observed during creel survey
counts at 3-mile intervais on Forest Hwy. 56 on the Thompson River in
2003 and 2000.
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tizare 12, Number of non-angler vehicles versus number of vehicles di'l‘-"“!f by angiers
or unkaown entity observed during creel survey counts 2t 3-mile nlervals on
Rd. 9991 onthe Thompson River in 2605 and 2006
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Figure 13, Number of non-angler vehicles versus number of vehicles driven by anglers
or unknown entity observed during creel survey counts at 3-mile inlervals on
Forest Hwy. 56 on the Thompson River in 2005 and 2006.
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Mail Survey

A 31% response rate o the survey was achieved as 381 anglers provided information for
the matl survey. Most (n = 307) of these anglers had iishedbe fi101‘1p50n River and
completed the sumnvey {Participants). The remaining 19.4% (n = 74} that had not fished
the Thompsen River retumed incomplete surveys as requested.

Not ali questions on the mail survey were compieted oy ail Participanis. Thereiore the
sample size varied from 211 to 304 by guestion. However, of the 2% portions of
quesﬁcms that were summarnized. 21 p@r‘tiors were znswered by at least 208 of 347
197.1%0; Participanis and of the remaining % portions, 3 were answerzd by at least 286
(91.2% } ofihe Participants. Sample sizes for the questions are in Appendix H.

Gver 829 of Parircipants had fished the Thompson River in the last 12 monthis and 2
majority of the others (76.7%;) had fished the Thompson in the last three vears. Most had
fished the Thompson River many years with the mean numiber of vears fished at 13.6 and
the median at 9.0 years. Those that fished the Thompsen River fished on average 14.8
days per vear {median = 10.0 days per year}). The most the Participants fished the

T homps.-.m River in any one vear was 22.3 days on average {median = 14.0 davs).

The majority of the Participants were Montana residents (78.1%), while 21.9% were non-
residents. The non-residents were primarily from Washington (;,h Yoy, Idaho {7.0%), and
()Ieg:o (2.6%). but participants represented 13 other states {Table 143, Gf the Moniana

lents. 64.4% were from Thompson Falls. The majonty of the residents were from
Sanders County (71.6%), tollowed by Flathead (16.9%), Missoula (4.7%), Lake (2.5%),
and Lincoln (1.7%) counties. Residents also represented 3 other counties (Table 15).

Table 14. State participanis were from that participated in the mail survey for the
Thompson Kiver

Staie Number Participants %o Participants
Algbama 1 0.3%
California 1 0.3%
Flondsa 2 0.7%
Idaho 21 7.0%
Iilinois ! 0.3%
Missouri 1 0.3%
hMentana 236 781%
Nevada 0.3%
New York i 0.5%
Chio i 0.3%
Clkishoma i 9.3%
Oregon 8 2.6%
Pennsylvania i 0.3%
Tennessee i 0.3%
Ltah I 0.3%
W ashington 22 7.2 /S
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Table 15, County participants of Mouiana were fiom that pardicipated in the mail sursey
for the Thompson River.

County Number Participants % Participanls
Cascade ” 1 6.4%
Flathead 4 16.9%
Gallalin 2 ih 8%y
Lake & 2.5%
Lincoln i 1.7%
Missaoula 11 3.7%
Powell 0.4%;
Sanders 169 71.6%
Silverbow i 6.3%
Stillwaier I {(.4%

Participants fished the majority of the time from the bank or waded the Thompson Kiver

The summer season (from the third Saturday 1 May through Labor Day weekend) was
the mosi common time of vear fished and the time of vear most often fished by
Participants { Table 16). Nearly 50% of Participants fished the Thompson River during
the summer season and B0 8% lished this season most often. In addition, 70.7% of
Participanis preierred te fish the Thompson River during the summer season.

Spring (March 1 10 mid-May) and fall seasons (mid-September to November 30) were
tished by over 30% of Participants. However, spring was {ished more often than fall by
Participants. Participants also preferred spring to fall fishing in the Thompson River.
Winter (December | to February 28) was fished by only 13.5% of Participants.

The majority of Participants {ished the lower hali of the Thompson River {mouth to the
confluence ot the Litile Thompson River) {over 77%) and fished this stretch the maost in
the pasi (84.4%) Table 17). 1n addilion, many fished between the Little Thompson Kiver
confluence and the Bend Ranger Station (mile 16.5 to 5313(46.7%). However, few fished
this stretch the most in the past (12.4%). Few Participants fished the uppermost streich of
the Thompson River between the Bend Ranger Station and the intersection of Hwy. 2
{mile 31 10 42.6)(24.7%) and very few fished this stretch the most (3.2%). Most
Participants also preferred to fish the lower half of the river (81.5%). However, 81.7% of
Participants accessed the Thompson River via Hwy. 200 near Thompson Falis.

Most Participants fished for rainbow trout (92.1%) in the Thompson River {Table 18).
Many Participants fished for brown trout (63.6%) and cutthiroat trout {(62.6%) and some
for brook trout (47.4%) and whitefish (22.9%;. Most Participants stated they preferred to
fish for rainbow trowt {59.4%) foilowed by cutthroat trout {18.7%) and brown trout
{15.1%}, however the sample size for this question was relatively iow (n = 219).

Participants were asked to indicate how unportant each of a list of facters would be 1o
£ Thompson River {Appendix
Hy. Most of the Participants thought 1t was important or very imporiant that access be

mairfamed at river locations most frequently used by anglers (80.2%), that parking be

hem: if 2 new single road syvsiem was developed along the
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alicwed on e shoulder of
highway pullouts provid !

quite important to Participants that some places ab ng i'ne five hc provided ﬁ"&a are nov
developed (73% thoughi this was important or very important). \/13m Participants
thought that providing some river access sites that accommodated overnight camping use
{65.7%%) and day-vse picnicking usc (61.4%%) werg limportant or very important. Some
Participants 139.4%) thought that providing some river access sites to accemunaodate

0 ﬂ,ngﬁﬂ eorestional vehicle {RV) camping use was important to very imporiant while
others (42.4%) thought this was unimportant or very unimportani, Cwver half (52,7%) of
Participants thoughi that providing access siies ai bridge locations was lraportant or very
important. Many also thought that providing some river access sites that offered
recreational walking/hiking traiis along the river (47.0%) and providing some day-use
only river access sites {42.6%) was nnporiant or very important. In contrast, most
Participants (57.4%) thm.gh‘é that providhng river access sites to accommodate boating
use was unimportant or very unimportant.  Almaost half (49,2%) of Parbicipants thought
that providing some nver access (o accominocdate sSwimming use was unimportant or very
ummportant.

Participants were alsc asked what they thought needed 10 be done to ensure there would
be adequate fishing sccess along the Thompson River if 2 single read sysiem were
constructed and potentially paved. Abeout §9% of the Participants provided responses to
this open-ended question. One of the most frequently menticned comments was 1o
provide adequate pull-cuts and parking to ensure safe fishing access. Another was to
previde access to both sides of the river such as foot bridges and tratls to the water for
fishing and hiking. Setting low speed himits for the safety of those getting to the river
was also mentioned often as well as maintaining the pristine and/or primitive aspects of
the river (see Appendix H for more responses).

About 75.2% of Participants had concems about recreational aceess to the Thompsen

iver if a single read system was constructed and potentially paved. Of those with
concerns the most frequently mentioned concerns were increased traffic and speeding;
overuse, congestion, crowding, and pollution; toc much fishing pressure 1o an all ready
overused fishery; and no access to both sides of the river (sce Append:x H for more
responsest,
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Time of vear anglers i matl s ey fished in pasi, fished most ofien. and
pieterved (o fish in Thompson River.

Time of Year Fished in Past Fished Most Often Prefer to Fish

3 Saturday in May  85.2% R0.8% F0.7%

to [ zbor Day

Afier Labor Day e 31.9% 5.2%: 553%

November 50

Diecemiber | 1o 16.5% 0% 1.4%:

February 29

Mareh 1 1o mid- 30.6%, 12.9% 18.6%

May _

Tabie 17. Location on Thompsen River anglers in maii survey lishad in past, fished most
often, and preferred to fish.

~Location Fished in Past Fished Most Glten  Prefer te Fish
Mite (1o 6.5 77.6% 45.9% 38.5%
Mile 6.5 10 16.5 78.9% 38.5% 43.0%
Mile 16.5 w0 31 46.7% 12.4% 5.2%

Mile 3110426 24.7% 3.2% 3.3%

able 18, Fish species anglers in mail survey fished for and most preferred to fish for in
Thompson River.

Fish Species Fished For Most Preferred B
Rainbow trout 92.1% 5G.4%

Brown trout 63.6% 15.1%

Cutthroat trout 62.6% 18.7%

Brook trout A7 .4% 3.9%

Whitefish 22.9% 1.8%

Cther 4.6% 1.4%
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Driscussion
Creel Survey

A zood sample size of angler Interviews was obtained m the creel « ey n 2005 and
2006, However, an atternoon angling c'lcasurc was img‘lcme'ﬂed during the peak fishing
season berween July 22 and bcptembu 5. 2005, due to low flows and high warter
temiperaires i the viver. The flows in the T hu'lJpSQL River were near or set all ime
minimum flows in 51 vears of record from late July through mid-December 2005 (Figure
14y In addition, water temperatures above the confluence of Fishirap Creek were near
T4°F i late July and early August 2003 (Figure 15). 'Vhis fishing closure resiricied
fishing from noon v midnight. The fishing restriction likely lowered the number of

anglers interviewed in July, August, and September, which i twirn reduced the number of
anglers interviewed during the summer season and everall. Nonctheless, most interviews
took place in sumimer in the lower section of the Thompson River as the statewide angler
pressure survey indicated would occur,

‘“

In order io compare fishing pressure on the Theimpson River to that on other rivers,
angler days must be compared because ishing pressure was measured in angler days in
[h > statewide angler survey. Data from complete fishing irips are needed to calculate
ishing pressure in angler cays (B. McFarland, Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks,
persenal communication). and unfortunately, little data was able to be collected on
complete fishing trips in cur creel survey on the Thompson River. However, according
to the statewide angler survey angling pressure on the Thompson River is iow at this time
compared to twe other popular fishing rivers in western Montana {Tabie 19). Angling
pressure does appear to be increasing on the Thompson River though {see Appendix A).
Angling pressure wag likely lower in 2061 and 2003 due to the angling closures imposed
during summer when warm waier and low flow conditions persisted. The river is also
important 1o anglers regiconally, ranking as high as eleventh in Montana Fish, Wildlife
and Parks Regien 1 {northwest Montana) in the past in angler use (Montana Fish,
Wildlife & Parks 1983-2004).

=

Angler pressure is especially low in the upper section of the Thompson River. This is
iikely due 1o the smaller size of the Thompson Kiver as well as the warmer water
winperatures higher in the drainage, which affect the size and species of fish avaiiable to
anglers. Fish generzlly can grow to larger sizes in larger bodies of water and the warm
water temperatures high in the drainage hkely favors the brown trout which are harder to
catch by anglers than the popular rainbow trout lower in the drainage. Angler pressure in
the upper section 1s aisc limited by the presence of more private property and because the
river is farther from the road in many areas compared to the lower section.

i
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Tanie 19, §

rressure (angier daysiistandard la;:\ gtioni on the Thompson River.
Bock (reek near Missoula, and the Clark Fork River from the con ﬁueaw ¢ :a'
the Biicrreot River to the Lanﬁubm the Flathead River bepween Ma

eof
2003 and Februzrvy 2004 {Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks 2004).

Stream Total Trips Res:dcm fips Non- Trips  State
Pressure Pressure resident Rank
{SD) (5D Pressure
(S

Thompson R 6979
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[ho a7y 2 772303} 19 3(45) 2 294
Seet. 2

Rock Cy 25.326 580 12,472 286 12,854 294 25
Seci. | =¥ (2,186) (1.683] (1,395;

Rock Cr. 11,136 259 5712 137 5427 132 56
Seet. 2 (1,70R) (1.213) (1.202)

Clark Fork 64,917 1,344 43427 g 21,450 468 &

R e (4.454) (3.584) (2,079)

® Thompson R. Section {inclndes mouth to Bend Ranger Swation and Section 2 includes the Bend

Ranger Station upsirean.

Eeock Cr. Section 1 mcludes the mouth 1o the confluence of Hoghack Crask and section 2 includes

the conffuence of Hogback Creek upsiream.

#=% - Clark Fork R. iacludes the section from the confiuence of the Flathead River to the contluence of the
Bitterroot River.

LEd

It was expected that most anglers mierviewed would fish from the bank because the

T'hf'-mpson River generally 1s not large enough to float except during spring. However,

the low spring flows in 2005 may have limited the amount of boating time that was
vailabie and number of anglers using boats that were observed,

The low flows in spring also extended the time peried that water clarity was good on the
Thompson River. Due to the good water clanty there and reported poor water clarity
eisewhere, the Thompson Kiver may have attracted anglers from elsewhere in ihe spring
of 2005 compared to most vears. One experienced angier noted that he observed more
pressure on the Thompson River in the spring of 2005 than he had in the past (Sean
Moran, Avista Corp., personal communication). There 1s also a salmonfly hatch in mud-
May most years that atiracts many anglers.

Catch rates ior trout in the Thompson River compare favorably with two other popular
fishing rivers in western Montana, Some creel data was obtained on the Clark Fork River
and lower porions of wibutaries 1o the Clark Fork River at bull trout spawning and
staging areas between the confluences of Tamarack Creek and Ratilesnake Creek
between June 5 and Geiober 5, 2004 {L. Knotek, Montana Fish, Wildlife, and "an(:,
personal communication). The trout catch raie for the 284 anglers surveved was (.77 per
hour for the 513 trout caprured during 663.5 angler hours. On the Thompson RI\'EEI
hetween June 3 and October 3. 2005, the trowt catch rate for the 499 anglers interviewad
was .88 per hour for the 910 wrout caprured during 1030.5 angler-hows. Most of the
anglers oin both surveys were bank zngters {31.7% on the Clark Fork River and 59.4% on
ihe Tﬂompxon Rivei). A large percenage of anglers interviewed were non-residents
{48.6%} on the Clark Fork River, whereas 3(.5% of those interviewed were Vsﬁ)ﬂ-l”‘b iderits
o the Thompsen River, Interestingly. most anglers on both nivers used primaruy fy
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5% om the Thompson River and 72 2% o the Clark Fork River. On boih
oS e trout were released with 97 .5% released on the Clark Fork River and
36.6% released on the Thompson River. Westslope cutthroat rout made up 60.8% of the
catch. rainbow trout 33,7%, brown trout 1.6%, brook irout 1.2% and bull rout 0.8% on
the Clark Fork River. In contrast, the majority of the irout caprured on the Thompson
River were rainbow trout {(49.6%). followed by brown trout (23.8%), brook trout
{16.8%), westslope cutthroat wout (8.7%), and ball trown {1.1%;. In addition, 143

mouniain whitefish weare captured during this 1ime period on the Thompson River.
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Some creel data was obtained on fower 30 miles of Rock Creek between Apnl | and
Ugteber 31, 2665 (1., Knotek, Montana Fish, Wildlife. and Parks, personal
communication}. During this time period, 617 anglers were surveyed that fished 1,950.3
hours catching 1.546 trout and 1,873 total fish. Most surveved were bank anglers
196.9%j and they had a troui cateh rate of (.76 per hour and 2 total fish caich rale of §.93
fish per hour. The fish captured by anglers interviewed on Rock Creek were primarily
brown trout (41.1%%), fellowed by westslope cutthroat rout (23 3%). mountain whitefish
{17.5%). rainbow trout (14.6%). brook trowm (5.9%). and bull trout ((.7%). Dunng this
same time period on the Thompson River 895 anglers were surveyed that fished 2.168.3
howrs catching 1,566 wout and 1,843 towal fish. As with Rock Creek. most anglers on th
Thompson River were aiso bank anglers (95.1%). The trout and fish catch rates were
very similiar to that on Rock Creek at 0.72 per irout hour and G.85 fisk per hour during
this time period on the Thompson River. Unbike Rock Creek, the Tish captured were
primarily rainbow wout (45.0%), followed by browp trout (21.3%}), moumain whitefish
{15.0%), brook trout (11.2%). wesislope cutthroat trout (6.7%), and bull trout {0.796).
Northern pike and yellow perch were alse captured by anglers on the Thompson River.
The T'hompson Chain of Lakes in the headwaters of the Thompson River contain both of
these species (M. Hensler, Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks, personal communication).
The Clark Fork River and Thompson Falls Reservsir at the confluence of the Thompson
River zisc contain both species. The two vellow perch were captured near mile 26.9 on
Rd. 9991 so they likely came from the Thompseon Chain of Lakes. 'The northern pike was
captured near mile 3.1 on Forest Hwy, 56, 50 its source was more likely the Clark Tork
River or Thompson Falls Reservoir.

Estimated harvest on the Thompson River was quite low as most anglers interviewed
released the fish they captured. This is a jarge change from that estimated by Safte!
(20003 for 1997 t1© 1999. During this ume period, it was estimated that an average of

W
4+

12,551 rainbow trout were harvested annually. Between March 2005 and February 2006,
we ostimated only 135 rainbow trout were harvested. The estimate for 1597 to 1999 was
based on much less data (n = 67 anglers) than the 2065-2006 estimate (n = 9538 anglers).
The 20G5-2006 estimate was also based on a creel survey with an intensive, formal
survey design whereas the survey between 1997 and 1999 was infonmal. This may
explain some of the difference between the estimates. but the mere restrictive fishing
regulations put in place in 2000 also likelv made a large difference in fish harvest. It
appears thai the current fishing regulations adequately protect the fishery from present

angler use.

Most imerviewsd on the Thompson River were rom Moniana as the siatewide angler
pressure survey indicated would occur. 1t was interesting, howevel. that the majerizy of
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ihe anglers from Montana were from Flathead Couniy, but the fishing pressure on s
apper section closest o their residences was low
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It appears that frequent access points are needed between the mouth and sbout inile 19 of
the Thomipson Kiver to maintain current angler use {see Figures 4 and 5). 11 appears that
fewer access points are needed between mile 19 and 39, but seme specific locations are
weil-used by angiers. [t appears that angler access at bridges is important to mainain and
ihai there are many well-used camping zreas that are important to mainiam, In addition,
it appears that non-anglers do not necessarily overlap with anglers in their access needs.
so additiona) access points will likely be needed te meet other recreationists access needs
on the Thompson River in the future,

Muail Survey

The response rate for the mail survey was {airly high (51%4). Of those that responded.
about hall (49.5%) were from Thompson Falls. This was likely hecause more surveys
were sent to anglers from the Thompson Falls area than elsewhere. This may have based
a couple of questions inchiding how the anglers aceessed the Thempson River and the
stretch of the Thompsen River they fished.

Only 2 few of the questions had a response raie lower than 91%. These included follow-
up questions about where Participants prefesred to fish. In general a patiern of less
response 1o fellow-up questions was noticed concerning when and where Participants
fished the Thompson River. Thiz could be due to Participants thinking they were being
asked the same question more than once. Open-ended questions also received a lower
rate of response. but this was expected. Cne other guestion had a low sample size and
that asked the fish species most preferred to hish for in the Thompson River. This 1s
because many Participants checked more than one response to this quesiion and those
with multiple responses could noi be used in the analysis.

Based on the mail survey Participant response, we would recommend access be
maintained at river locations most frequently used by anglers, that parking be aliowed on
the shoulder of the road in places where it was safe to do so, and that highway pulicuts be

developed to provide parking 1n certain locations aleng the road. We would also
recommend that access be maintained on both sides of the river through development of
walking trails where portions of the dual road are removed. We would encourage angler
safety when accessing the river be considered and that the primitive aspects of the river
be maintained. We would aiso recommend providing some access for overnight camping
use and day-use picnicking areas and some siies to accommodate recreational vehicles
(RVs). We alse recominend mamtalning access at bridge locations.
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Angler Pressure Data
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CoAnua!

vsWstandind deviation)

i Thompson River

I L

deseribed he M:MS Fr ,:,E ::w_\_.v_x 1 betruars s Secuon extends from the mouth io Bead Raoger Station.
Bechion Total Total ips Resident Resident Non- 00~ Loplon
Pressure pressure trips resident resudent Rank
(5D (5 [ressure
l e L : (SD) J
{ Mar 1982 - Feb 1983 7.857 53 5,241 41 2.616 12 -
(2,289) {1,563) (1672}
Mar 1983 — Feb 1984 5.527 44 4,011 19 1516 (563) 25 .
(2.345) {2.276)
Mar 1984 - teb 1985 6.004 26 4,982 [4 LO22(577y 12 -
(2.176} (2,098)
Mar 1985 — Feb [980 4,766 23 4,189 7 577317 ] e
(1,52 {1.488)
Mar 1989 — Feb 1990 0121 (988y 134 4,401 (876) &9 1.720 ¢457) 45
Mar 199 — Feb 1992 A52(792) 99 27720761y 76 680 (219) - "
Mar 1993 — Feb 1994 5,770(980) 173 4.684 (939) 139 1,086 (282) 34
Mar 1995 - Feb 1996 5,699 179 4.623 (8907 121 2,076 (589 58
(1,067}
Mar 1997 — Feb 1998 7,725 214 5,604 153 2,021 (590) 6l 14
{1,326 (1.187)
Nlor 1999 Fels 2000 10,068 250 7.625 188 2443 (783 62 It
ﬁ 800 (1.622}
Mar 2001 - Feh 2002 4,911 (838 132 3,590 (642 101 1321 (5539 31
Mar 2003 leb 2004 6,979 150 3,806 (900) 81 3073 (Ton) 69
{1,182}




1 belwieen H:xm :

Qp_, u...”

i ‘_ _u_‘;w:,

Ctanelor

A ez, Iress
dibed :r:,_: 1 Mareh and ended!

Z:

Section  © Total Total :.__; _Nrmaﬁ:
pressure pressure trips resident
(NI {(5D)
Mar 1982 Feb 1983 933 487y 10 CARNE ) 10 -
Mar TOES - Feh 1981 ,r:? 24 358 |7 .
.:m 15y {2.814)
Mar 1984 Feb 1955 330477 2 465 {465) ! 1
Mar 1985 - Feb [986 o,& (4)3) A 650 (403) 3 ¢ -
Mar 1989 - Feb 1990 448 (213 & 448 (223) 8 0
Mar 1991 -~ Feb 1992 S93 (189 17 391 (151) 11 )
Mar 1993 — Feb 1994 LIS (304 a2 823 (2 24 8 -
Mar 1993 Feb 1996 2,930 4 2.837 39 3 26
B,.@: 1.489) e
Mar 1997 - Feb 1998 2.356 43 1.289 41 s
(1.304) (1.203)
Mar 1999 - Feb 2000 1,121 (541) 32 A2 (s41y 32 0 0 6l
Mar 2001 - Feb 2002 1,165 (389 24 582 (230) |3 383 (310 H 48
Mar 2005 - Feb 2004 835(307) 21 772303y 19 63 (45) Z o8



HCE &l

the Bend Ra

NG PIessure
aershed from May to Septemiber each

Dlatey

May 1997 — Sept 1997

May 1OU9  Sopt 1999

i

2001 - Sept 2001
2003 ~ Sept 2003
1995 — Sept 1995
1997 — Sept 1997
1999 — Sept 1995
May 2001 - Sept 2001
May 2003 — Sept 2003

Total
Pressure
(5N

Canrgler davsyatandard e

Joial irps

yoar. seelon U exlen

T Station to the headwaters,

Resident
pressure
(5Th

ton) i Thompson River botwe
from (he moith 1o Bend R

‘Resident
trips

Non-
resident
pressue

(sD)

1 May 1995 ~ Sept 1995

5.085
(1.007)
6.684
(1,251)
9,523
(1.761)
1719 (830)
5,129 (955)
447 (194)
854 (392)
1,121 (541)
927 (350)

1,930 (R17)

4,563
(1,102)
7.080
(1,577}
3,462 (634)
2,691 (659)
354 (170)
787 (389)
1,121 (541)
344 (154)
697 (294)

180

97
67
9

29

e

3
9
17

760 (297)

2,055 (388)
2,121 (590)
2,443 (783)
1,257 (53%)
2,438 (691)

93 (93)
67 (48)

Wi
resident

TS S

i staltion and s

s

or

ction 2 from

Rearona)
Rank




on Fhompson River between 19695 and 20004

h

Ia

HE PE Pissure o

[

m fromi Maich to .P__ %:_ ; Eri. 6 February each veny deseribed, Section | extends {v

atien and section 2 from the 3 :nd Ranger Station fo the headwaters.

Neclio B Towl ol i Resident Resident Nor- No- Regi
pressure pressure trips resident resident Rank
(sIh (513 pressure s
S S, (3D) - ‘

Mar 1995 - Apnl 1995 715 (353) 21 694 (353) 20 21020 _ 22
Oct 1995 - feb 199
Mar 1997 - Apnil 1997 1,041 (441 20 LOdE 441y 20 0 0 24
Oct 1997 Feb 1998
Mar 1999 - Apnil 1999; 346 (379) bt 546 (379) ] 0 0 14
Oct 1999 — Feb 2000
Mar 2001 — Aprd 2001 192 (120) 7 128 (101) 4 64 (G4) 3 7
Gel 2000 - Feb 2002
Mar 2005 - April 2003: 1851 (097) 26 L6 (6T3) 14 735(331) 12 17
Oct 2003 — Feb 2004

2 Mar 1995 — April 1995: 2483 30 2483 30 g {} 1o
Ot 1995 — Feb 1996 {(1.483 (2,483)
Mar J997 - April 1997 1302 12 1.502 iz 0 0 17
Oct 1997 ~ Feb 1908 (1,244} (1,244)
Mar 1999 — April 1999 - - - - - -
Oct 1999 — Feb 2000
Mar 2001 - Apetd 2001, 237 (171 4 23TL17H 4 0 0 58
Oci 2001 - Pel 2002
Mar 2007 Aprid 2003, 75 (75} 2 2 0 Y 104

Peb 2004

o

Oct 2003




APPENDIX B

Creel Count Data Sheet




FORM=

THOMPSON RIVER CREEL SURVEY COUNT DATA

Secuon: LOWER THOMPSON or UPPER THOMPSON

L

Date Time

l.ocation Began: Road miie Road: County or ACM

Direction began: NORTH or SCGUTH

WEEKEND or HOLIDAY or WEEKDAY AM or PM
Weather Water clarity
Flow description Water temperature/time taken:

Number of vehicles (stratify section inte 3 mile lengths)
Mile  toMile
Mile  toMile
Mile  toMile
Mile 1w Mile
Mile  toMile
Mile  toMile
Mile o Mile

Number of 2nglers: (stratity section into 3 mile lengths)
Mile te Mile
Mile  ioMile
Mile  toMile B
Mile  toMile




APPENDIX C

Creel Survey Data Sheet
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THOMPSON RIVER ROVING CREEL SURVEY INTERVIEW

Section: LOWER THOMPSON or UPPER THOMPSON

Date Time Road angler parked: County or Commercial
WEEKEND or HOLIDAY or WEEKDAY AM or PM

Parked at: CAMPING AREA or PULLOUT or ROAD SHCOULDER

Specific location parked {road mile and description}):

Specific location tishing (road mile and description):

Fishing from: BANK or BOAT Number in party: Sex non-anglers: M F
Angler name: B Sexx: M F
Gear Type: Spin__ Fly Combination Youth w/ bait

State vour name and that you are doing a survey for Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks.
Explain the Western Federal Lands Highway Division has proposed to combine the dual
road system into a single road and potentially pave the rcad. Explain the information
you are collecting will be used to provide recommendations to minimize impacts of the
proposed project to recreational fishing and angler access and ask if angler minds if you
ask them 2 few questions.

What county and state are vou from? County State

How many people fishing in your party today came in vour vehicle?

How did you access the river?  HWY 200 HWY 2

OTHER:
What time did vou start fishing today? AM or PM
What time did you or do you expect to finish fishing today? AM or PM



FHow many hours did vou fish today? Teip: Complete incomplete
FJORM=#
What kind of fish are vou fishing for today (circie all that applvy? a) rainbow trout

by brown trout ¢ cutthroat wout d) brock irout e) trout in general f) whitefish

Other:

How manyv fish have vou caught? kept? refeased?

—

Would vou mind if' I record the number and size of {ish yvou've caught today?

Species  Kept | Released | Total fength (in) Total
12 13 4

4
e
-1
R

Would like to participate in a mall survey regarding fishing access in relation to the
proposed Thompson River Road paving project? This survey will help us describe
current fishing access, future hshing access opportuniiies, and provide
recommendations for future fishing access 1o the project proponent, the Western Federal
Lends Highway Division.  YES or NO

[f ves, Name:

Mailing
address:

{ ommenis:
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Mail Survey Form




Lad

Have vou gver hisnad the Thompson River i northwest Montans” scheek only onel

P NG Youare done. Please returu this questivnnsire using the enclosed postage psid
envelope provided.
i IYES

Lasi vear, the Western Federal i,,f»'.nds Hizhway Division “‘-f'op-:med e combine the dual road system exizting 2
5 1
Thonps:

i River into a single road W[élf. that would i.,s:m:v tially be paved and provide for vear-round use.
would Iy shoe using the best portions of each of the existing duz! roads and removing the unreeded portions o restore
the river channe! and flocdnlain in some places. However, the proposal has been put on hold ror now, and it1s

&

anlikely that it will be implemenied i the near future. That sewd, FWI? is still intzresied ia gaining the opinons of
anglers concerning thys tapic.

Please indicate how importzant each of the following wouid be to you if a new single road systein were to be
developed along the Thora pscn River at a Iater time. Circle only one number for each item below.

How important would it be to0 vou that a pew single road system, ., Ugimpojiant  Unlpportani Neulra
Continge w provids recreationsl aotess ab viver {ocaiions most frequentiy
used by ang 2 3 4 )
Aflow parking o1 the shouider 6 the road 1 some places whore i is satfe
i dosp ! Z 3 4 5
Consiriec highway puiiedts o provide parking in some places siong the
road 1 2 3 4 3
Provide some river acoess 5ites thai accommodaie boating use i 2 i 3 b
Provide some river accass sites that accomimodate overnizht camping use 1 2 3 4 5
Frovide some river access siies that sceommaodats overnizhi revreational
vehicle 1RV camping vse ! 2 3 4 5
Frovide some river aceess siles that accommodas day-use plonicking use 1 z 3 4 5
Pravide saime river acesss sites that accenunodate swimming use Z 3 4 3
5402, FiVer accast sites where
i 2 K 1 3
Provide some river access siies that offer recreational walking/hiking trails
aiong ihe river i 2 3 a <
Provide Tivcr access sies of bridge focations i z 3 4 3
some pruces along the river that are not develom : 2 3 4 5

What do you think needs tc be done to ensure there will be adequate fishing access aleng the Thompson River if &

singie road system is ever constructed and potentially paved? (please write legibly)

FAN
L



4. U0 you have any concerns about recreational access v the Thompeon River i 2 single road system 12 ever construted
ad potentiaily paved? {elbeck cwly one;
IOING
i TYES........ It ves, what are vour concerns? {please write legibiv)

Did vou fish the Thompson River in 20057 (check oniv one)

G If no, have vou fished there in the last THREE YEARS? | jNo 1y

e

&
W

=
o

6. How de vou typleally access the Thompson River Road when you go there to fish? (check orly one)

[ ] From Highway 2 (between Libby and Kalispelt)

i From Highwav 200 (near Thompson Falls)

|
] Gther

|
[

(please specify)

:d

Which of the following BEST describes how you have fished the Thompson River in the past? (check only one)
1 Bank/wade fishing a majority of the time (not floating the viver)

j Float fishing a majority of the time

1 About an equal amount of fime spent bank/wade fishing and floar fishing

———

8. What time(s) of the vear have you fished the Thompson River inthe pasi? {check all that apply)

{ | General fishing opener (3’ \aturda\ in May) to early-Septermber (thru Labor Day weekend)
i ] mid-September (afier Labor Day weekend) to November 30

| | December 1 to February 28

i ] March | w mid-May

G, What ume of vear have you MOST GFTEN hshed the Thompson River in the past? (check only one)
. s . \ . . T
i 1General fishing opener (37 Saturday in May ) lo early-Sepiember (thru Labor Day weekend)
i ] mid-September (aﬂu sbor Dy weekend) to November 30
T ifmcember 1 to February 2
[ 1Marck I io mid-May

10, What time of vear would vou MOST PREFER 10 fish the Thompson River? (check oaly ane)

i Genera! fishing opener (3 Saturday in May's to sarly-September {thru Labor Dav weekend
i miri Sepaemr)e* (éf‘er L&D()l’ Day weekend) to November 39)

preaen) et p—— poniy

.
[a 3



i1 Wiat siretches of the Thompsan River have yvou fished in the past?  {check sl that apply)

i ! Mouth of the river w West Fork Thompson Rever contiuence (mile 0 10 £.5)
1
L

1 Wast Fork Thompson River conitusice 1o Little Thompson River contluence (mile 5.3 10 (6.5}
¢ Little Thompson River confluenge io Bend Ranger Staivon (mle 16.5 1031,
i Bend Karger S1ation o intersection of Highway 2 (mile 31 r0 42.6)
i g g [ )
1Z. What siretch of ihe Thompson River have you Tished THE MOST in the past? {eheck ouly cue:
[ 1 Mouh of the river ioc West Forh Thompson River confluence {imiie 0 10 6.3}
‘et Fork Thompson River confluence 1o Littie Thompson River ¢on fuencs {mile 6.5 1¢ 16.5}
' 1 Littie Thompson River confluence t¢ Bend Ranger Station (mule 16310 31)

T Bend Kanger Station to intersecnon of Highway 2 (mile 31 10 42.6;

i3 What strercn of the Thompson River de vou MOST PREFER 16 [ish? {check only one}

] Maouth of the river 1o Wesi Fork Thompson River confluence (mile 0 ie 6.5)

i West Fork Thompsen River confiuence to Little Thompseon River contluence {mile 6.5 0 165
1 Little Thompson River confluence t¢ Bend Ranger Station (mile 16.5 to 31}

s
i

3end Ranger Station fo intersection of Highway 2 (mile 31 to 42.5)

w— =1 e P

|4, What fish

<41

pecies do vou fish for inthe Thompson River? {check sll that apply)

 Rainbow trout
1 Brown wrout

1 Cutthreat rout
| Brook trout

| Whitefish

1 Ciher:

(o pmeniay it (<R et 7T

{please speciiv)

i5. Which of the following do vou MOST PREFER to (ish for in the Thompson River? (check oniy cne)

1 Rainbow trout
; Brown frout

1 Cutthroat row
| Brook trowt

{ ] Whirefish

[ 1 Othen

" ——

R

please specifyj

16, In total. about hiow many YEARS bave you fished the Thompson River?  tvears:

17, About how many DAYS PER YEAR do you typicaily fish the Thompsen River?  tdavs per vear)
18, What 15 the MOST vou have ever fizhed the Thompson River in any ope vear?  {number of days}
19, Whar iz vour current home zipcods? i Z-digit zipcode}

THANK YOU POR YOUR HELE!
Pleaze return vour completed questionnaire using postage pald suvelop provided.
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fable ET. Mean and masamuin lengilt (inches; of rainbow trout captured by anglers ir
creel survey of Fhempmh R ver from March 2005 to February 2006, Seaso
are defined ss follows: spring includes March 1, 2003 © May 20, 2005;
surmimer includes May '1 2@05 to September 5, .,,,,GO:‘ h il mdudss Septembe
6, 2005 1o November 30, 2003: and winter includes December 1, 2005 o

February 28, 2006

Section Year Month/Season Raimnbow froul
Mean length Maximum N
caught {inchesy  length caught
) (inches} )
Lower 2095 March 162 22 26
April 13.8 22 45
May 111 19 ing
Spring 12.4 22 2R
fune 8.7 18 196
July 76 16 154
August 5.2 17.0 23
Summer 8.5 15 465
September 10.0 17.0 43
October i2.6 16.0 9
November 4 na na
Fall 10.7 17.0 49
Pecember na na na
2006 January 13.7 14.0 3
February 11.5 16.G 8
Winter 12.1 160 il
Upper 2005 May (May 2 9.2 7 20
o May 31
only)
June 11.4 16 10
July 7.1 10 20
August na na na
Summer 2.8 17 50
September 5.4 10.0 3
Ocrober na na na
November na na A
Fali 9.4 [RIRY 8

B
B
SN



ength (inches) of brown trout captured by anglers in
creel survey of Thempson River from March 2003 to Febroary 2006. Seasons
arg delined as follows: spring includes March 1, 2005 (o M_av 26, 2605,
smpmer includes May 24, 2005 1o September 3. 2005; ; ;a‘:i inchudes Sentember

2005 to November 30, 2005; and winter includes Deceinber 1. 2005 o
Pebwa:y 2%, 2006,

Tabie 2, Mean end maximum
ha

Section Year  Month/Season Brown trout
Mean length  Maximoem 1]
caught fength canght
{inches) {inches}
Lower 2005 March i38 141 4
April 2.3 22 21
May 10,5 200 93
Spring 12.4 22.0 77
June 7.9 17.3 8K
July 7.0 12.0 a0
August 12.1 16.0 7
Summer 7.6 17.3 187
september 12.5 16.0 3
Cictober 1.6 17.5 4
November 15.0 15.0 i
Fall 1i.G 17.5 7
December na na na
20066 January na na na
Februarv 15.0 17.4 Z
Winter 15.0 17.0 2
Upper 2005 May (Mayv 21 59 16.4 36
1o Mav 31
only)
June 11.0 17.0 37
July 7.2 17.0 33
August na na ng
Summer 9.5 7.0 1496
September 8.6 15.0 21
October na na na
November na na na
Fali 9.6 19.0 21
a0



. Mean and maximum length iinchesy of cutthroat wour captured by anglers in
creel survey of Thompson River from March 2063 1o February 2006, Seasons
are Jefined as follows: spring mciudes March 1, 2003 to Mav 20. 2045,
summer includes May 21, 2005 to September 5. 20035 fali includes September
6. 2005 10 November 34, 2003: and winter inciudes December 1. 20035 to
February 28, 2006,

Section Year  Month/Season Cuithroat
tront
Mean length Maximum il
caught length canght
] {inches) (inches)
Lower 2005 March 9.0 9.0 1
April 13.6 16.0 9
May 10.4 14.0 i9
Spring 10.8 16.0 17
June 9.5 i4.0 31
July 8.7 15.0 37
August 8.3 i2.0 3
Summer 893 15.0 £3
September 97 11.G 3
Ocwober 150 15.0 i
November na na na
Fall 11.0 15.0 4
December na na na
2006 Januvary na na na
February na na na
Winger na na na

2
foel
[}
(&)

Upper May (May 21 6.7 12.0 3

to Mav 31

only)
June 7.1 12.G 16
July na na na
August na a na
Summer 7.5 2.6 19
September Q.5 16.5 !
October na na na
November na na na
Fail 10.3 16.5 1




fabie B4, Mean zod maximun lengih {inches) of brook trow capoured by znglers in
creel survey of Thompson River from March 2063 to February 2006, Seasons
are Jefingd as follows: spring tneludes March 1, 2005 10 May 20, 2003;
summer includes Mzay 21, 2003 to September 5, 2005; 21l includes September
6. 2003 1w November 36, 2005; and winter includes December 1, 2005 o
February 28, 2005,

Section Year Month/Season  Brook érount
Mean length Maximum n
caught (inches) length caught
B {inches})
Lower 2005 March na 1A na
April na na na
May 6.6 10.0 &
Spring 5.0 5.0 l
Jure 7.6 16.0 15
July 6.2 8.0 17
August 7.5 B.G 4
Sumrer 7.1 10.6 G
September 8.0 .0 3
October na na na
MNovember na na na
fall na na na
December na na na
2006 Ianyary na na na
February ng na na
Winter ne na na
Upper 2002 May (May 21 7.1 1.8 37
to May 31
onty)
e 59 15.0 £6
July &.4 12.0 30
August 7.0 7.0 i
Summer 2.0 13.0 154
September 7.0 7.0 l
October 11.0 11.0 1
November na na na
Fall 9.0 11.0 2

LA
ot




Table £3. Mear: and maximom lengih (ncbesy of whitelish capured by anglers in
crveel survey of Thompson River from March 2003 o February 2006, Scasons

are defined as follows: sprng includes March 1, 2003 (o May 20, 2603,
summer includes May 21, 2003 (o September 3. 2005; fall wcludes September

6, 2005 1o November 30, 2005: and winter inclodes December 1. 2005 o
ebruary 28, 2006,

Section Year  Vicnth/Seasen Whitefish
Mean length Maximum n
l caught (inches) length caught
- ) N (inches}
Lower 24605 March i2.2 16.0 38
I April 11.2 16.0 33
May 1.6 16.0 162
Soring 1.7 16.0 127
i June 148 16.0 53
July 12.4 20.0 30
August na na na
I Summer 118 20.0 129
Septeinber 1.9 13.0 3
CGetober 2.1 4.0 43
I November na ng na
Fall 12.0 14.0 46
December na na na
I 2006 January 2.0 12.0 2
February 12.5 14.4 &
Winter 12.4 14.4 8
l Upper 2005 May(May2l 109 14.0 g
to May 31
onlv)
I June 10.8 13.0 4
July 12,0 2.0 1
August na na na
i Summer 10.9 14.0 i3
September na na na
Uctober na na na
I November na na na
Fall na na na



I Table BA Mean ad maximum length {inches) of buli frewn captured by wnglers in
cree] =urvey of Dhompsen Kiver from Mairch 2095 o February 2006, Scasons
are cefined as follows: spring includes March L, 2603 1o May 20, 2005:

I surnmer inciudes May 21, 2003 to September 2. 20805; fal] includes September

6, 2005 (¢ Nevember 35, 2603 apd winier inciudes December 1, 2005 16

February 28, 2006,
Section Year  Menth/Season  Gull trowm :
Mean length Maximum n
I caught (inches) length caught
S (inches)
Lower 20035 March na nz n:a

I April n: na na
May 8.3 0.0 >

Spring Ry 9.0 1
June 1% i+ 4
July g0 i2.0 +
August n: nu na
ﬁ Summer 9.2 15,0 G
September 16.0 1. 2
October i4.0 j4.60 i
I Movember e na na
Fall 1553 18.0 3
December na na na
I 2006 January na e na
February 17.0 17.6 1
Winter 17.40 17.0 1
I Upper 2005 May (May 21  na na na
to May 31
onlvy
I June na na na
luly na na na
Auguist na na na
I Summer 21 na na
September na na na
Gctober na na na
I Navember na na na
B _ Fadl na na na
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Cand kept per heur. and harvested per month (standard deviation) by section (upper and
wuary 2606

Fable FI. Numbcei of rainbow trout ¢
loneery. month, and by weekdays and weekend holidays for the Thompson River from March 2005 o |

Sample size (N) ol anglers is also included. ‘

Section  Year  Month Weekdays Weckends/holidays
Caught 5D Kept 5D Marvest ™ Caught 5D [Kept S Horvest M
Lower 2005 March 077 037 0.03 003 13 146 20 003 003 0 T '8
027 009 0 ( 20 020 0.05 G 0 Ad
.44 G.08 0 G 93 .36 G606 <000 0.0 30000 |51
0.34 008 0.1 0,01 4 18 67 073 0172 .07 0.0l 6 5.2 76
Q71 014 0.02 0072 58 79 18 0.3 0.12 0 ] 93
: 083 015 038 R 94 403 ] 026 Q16 i} 1] 16
september 0.81 078 i { 26 027 010 004 042 7 46 19
October 0 0 i na 025 0 o { 5
November 4] i} { na ¢ 0 ¢ na
December na na na na na na na na
2006 January 0 i 4 na 1.00 0.33 0 0 2
February 036 0.22 0 Y 10033 0.27 0 0 7
Ulpper 2005 May (May 041 0724 0 0 9 0.8 008 G 0 i 2
21 1o May
31 onlyy
June 0.2 008 L 0 B 0.10 0.05 0 U 29
Tuly 0.20 .11 0 0 35 016 0.06 0 ) 28
Augusy { 0 { na 0 G ] [k
September o {1 { na 030 015 0 0 10
October ] 0 0 na na na nia na
~ MNovember na 113 na na £ 0 0 14




[able |20 Nuwmber o) whitelish caoght wd kepr per hour, and harvested per month (standard deviation) by section (upper and lowai ),
toaifi. and by avechdavs and weekend/holidays for the Thompson River front March 2005 w0 February 2006, Sample size

(Nyaofanglers s adso wcluded,

Soevtton Yesr Month Weekday s Weekends/holiday s
Caught S NG 50 [larvest  SD N Caught 8D Kept 5D [Harvest s ™
T 008 Marh 061 Q0T 0S8 431 256 1509 10 050 02! 006 005 9 o0 18
April 03y 07 0 ] 29 007  0.03 0 {t 40
Aay 022 008 i 0 93 0.08 002 0 { 151
June 0.2 0.09 ¢ 0 67 0.10 (.04 0 0 e
July 0ts 014 0 0 8 0.07  0.03 0 il L
Al 0 6 s na (0 { { 6
September 003 0.02 0 0 20 004 007 i 0 |9
Oclober {0 U 0 na 21 0.0 ] 0 I
November 0 ] 0 1a £ { 0 na
Decembor na na na Ita na na 1 i
2006 Jannary 3 0 ¢ nn 067 Lt G ) R
February 029 0.13 0 O 10 022 0% 022 05 v 200 70
ipper 2005 Mav (May 0 0 0 na G613 0.07 0 0 3
21 1o May
31 only)
Tine ¢ ) & a 305 04 0 i 45
July 0o 002 0 3 35 {1 0 i b
Auguat 0 O na 0 0 0 il
Beplember 0 0 na U U i N
{etober 0 f G na na na N4 i
November ik} ha na na 0 ] { nidt




umber of hroven trout canght and kept per hour, and harvested per monih (standard devianont by seelion {upper and

vk month, and by weekdays and weekend/holidays for the Thempson Riser rom Mureh 20035 w0 | oheane, 2006,

mupte size {N) olanglers 15 also included,
eckends/holidays

W
Seciion Y

= Moy Weekdavs
Caught D Kept 5D Haivest 5D N Cancht - sD hept 5D Flarvesd N

Fower YO MMarch 012 D05 T T BT W Ty T i o
April G4 0.09 0 {} 29 D0a  0m it s d¢
Moy 008  0.02 0 g 9% 015 003 002 o) R RTE Y
Jutig .13 005 0 0 0! 0.34 007 000 0.4 S J 1
fuly 0.08 004 001 0.0 4 40 48 018 006 0 001 4 L
August 032 017 019 013 A7 343 15 0.07 007 i) { 0 1)
September 0.0 0.03 0 0 0 rod o 003 002 Q0 4 in
Octobuey 0 0 0 i 011 01D 0 ]
November 0 ] 0 na 67 067 { {0 3
Drecember T 0 na na na rna H| na

2006 January 0 0 (i ni 0 { 4 i

February 014  0.09 ( o { 0 0

Ppper 2005 May (May 027 009 () 9 050 021 003 0l A O ¥ e
21 to May 31 "
only)
June 1.21 0.47 000 (Gun 7 64 8 0.21 409 004 t 56 9
July 025 nid ¢ 1) 35 .36 0.20 ) u g
Y ugust { 1] {0 na c tl t 1
september 0 { na 0.79  0.38 { !
Drcrober (i { na ni Ha T
Noverber " il I na 0 0 0 na




Table F4. Nuguber of brook trout caug
low iy moaih, and by weckdays and weekend/holidays for the Thompson River from March 2005 (o February 20006,

ght and kept per bour. and harvested per month (standard deviationy by section (upper and

Sample stze (N) of anglers is alse mcluded.

Sectio Year  Month Weekdays Weekends/holidays
n
Caught S0 Kegpt 5D HMarvest 50 N Caught 5D kept  SD Harvest ST N
Lower 2005 March o 0 0 aa 0 0 ] -
April 0 it 0 na 0 0 a 1
May 001 <00t 0 ¢ 03 0.02 0.0} 0 0 151
Jine 0.04 0.03 Y 0 67 006 (.04 { i o
July £ 0 0 na 0.07  0.03 K {} 0%
Angust 0 0 {0 na .03 ot ] { i
September 0 0 0 na 0.06  0.07 0 v 19
October 0 0 0 na i { ¢ na
MNovember 0 0 ] na 0 f 0 fa
December na na na 1a 14 fia na na
2006 January 0 0 0 na 0 { 0 i
February { 0 0 na 0 & { ia N
Upper 2005 May (May L L9 0 0 9 0.20  0.14 (1 U 32
21 to May
3 oonly)
June 0.97  0.78 0 & 8 0.68 013 007 0.05 P S 1
July 0.13 005 0.02 .02 2 26 35 042 045 0.0 002 4 4.4 L8
August 0 O 0 ina 0.50  0.37 0 H 3
Septerber 0 ] 0 12 0.04  0.04 0 0 14}
Cretober .00 0 { i na i R i
) November na na Ha na n N () na




Fable 15

losves ) month, and by weekdavs and weekend/holidays Tor e Thompson River fromm March 2005 1o febrnar: 2006,

Sample stz (N} ofanglers iv also inciadeld

seetion Year Month Weekdays Weekends/holidays
Caught 51y Kepl M1 Harvesl kept 5D Harvesy S
i 7_.“ m.:.ﬁ_.i T C T {) I C o C - : o
April o7 (o3 ] {0 () ¥
May 0.0? 0.0] 0 0 0 0
June 0.08 005 {} 0 0 (r
Suly (.08 005 ] {3 013 0.06 i} f
Angus| (1.06 {06 0 ) 007 005 { 0
Septendber 003 .03 0 Q 0607 002 U 0
October 0.09 0.10 e 0 5 0 o {h
November ¢ 0 0 na 0 0 0
December na na na na ina na na
2000 January G ] {t na 1) 0 0
February 0 0 0 na 0 0 0
Upper 0G5 May (May 0 0 0 na Dns 0.l {1 0
21w May
3Tonlyy
Ju 0.6] .70 L { b 0.08 007 Y {
iy 0 {i 0 ni G O 0
Augusi i\ 0 0 Hat 0 { 0
Sepreniber 0 ) )] na 0.0 003 0 ]
Ociober {} 0 0 na i na i
lovembuer na na na na ( ] 0

nieber et carthroad trout caught and kept per hour, and harvestod per month (standard deviaon) by seetion (oppee and

')

n:
[T




i Fbull trout caught and kepr per hour. and haryested per month (standard deviation) by section (upper and Tower.

Fiauve FG. MNumber o bu
month. and by weekdays and weekend/holidays tor the Thompson River [rom March 2005 to February 2006, Sanple size

b

- (Nyofanglers iz also included, . S - o
Sectir Yem Month . Weekends/bolnlays )
n
Caught 50 Kepi 5D [arvest 5D N Caught 8D Kepr SD Harvest  SIF ™
Lower 2005 March 0 0 R na 0 0 0 m
April i 0 f na ) 0 0
w\xﬁ. y o ] na <001 <001 0 0
June 0.01 00| 0 0 67 0.0 0o 008 0.0l Yo
July 0 O 0 na 0.02 0.01 0 0
August 0 U 0 nd 0 H 0 ]
September & 0 0 na 0.04 0.03 0 0 1g
October ¢ O 0 na (.03 0.03 ¥ 0 5
November 0 0 0 na 0 0 0 na
December na na na na na na na na
2006 January { 0 0 11a 0 0 0 i
Fehruary 007 0.00 { 0 10 0 { { & ”.,.,,.,,_m
Upper 2005 May (May na na
21 to May
31 only) 0 0 0 { 0 0
June 0 {0 { a & 0 Y i
July 0 0 ¢ na 0 0 ) na
Augilst 0 0 4] 114 0 H] 0 na
September 0 0 { 1a () { 0 na
October 0 0 0 1 na 1 na T
November fist na na na 0 O 0 i




APPENDIX G

Locations Anglers and Non-anglers Parked and Fished
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Table G.1. Number of anglers parked and fished by mile on Rd. 9927 and Forest Hwy.56
along Thompson River in 2005 and 2006.

Road Mile R4, 5951 Forest Hwy. 56
# Anglers # Anglers # Anglers # Anglers
Parked Fished Parked Fished

E mouth 12 it n/a a/a
0 2 4 0 0

1 0 0 6

5.2 o 0 0 G

! 6.3 0 H 0 0
0.4 i 0 0 2

I 0.5 2 ] 0 g
0.6 ; 7 2 2

6.7 16 i3 o 0

E 0R 4 3 g
0.9 0 0 { i

1 3 3 0 2

i 1.1 i Y G R
1.2 5 5 14 i4

13 2 3 0 0

I 1.4 0 o 0 0
1.5 i i 4 4

i.6 0 0 G 0

I 1.7 0 0 0 0
1.8 y) 2 0 !

1.9 0 0 0 0

I 2 0 0 0 0
2.1 8 8 ( 1

2.2 8 8 2 2

I 23 3 3 2 >
2.4 1 1 1 i

23 0 o 2 2

E 26 3§ 0 3 |
2.7 ! n 4 3

28 i 2 0 0

i 29 1 0
3 7 5 o

3.1 15 1< 3 it

I 3.2 3 G {
] 3 3 0

3.4 3 1 0

i 35 3 0 3]
36 0 g 0 0

3.7 4 ) (i tH

E 3.8 3! 7 3 é
39 5 13 13

-,
N
=
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Table G.1. Continusd,

Eoad Mile Rdd. 9991 - - Forest Hwy. 56
# Anglery # Anglers # Amglers # Anglers
FParked 7 Fished -~ Parked Fished

L

82 5 o) L 1
5.5 i ! A 3
8.4 {) 1] 4] ]
5.3 {3 ¢ {) 2
26 @ ( 0 (i
27 5 5 6 3
8.2 0 0 2 &
8.9 ) 7 6

2

0

S0 N0 0 0 0D
e (ad P e
—_— O 3 D e ]

5 H 0
& 2 ] 0
9.7 i G O

oo B3 D = D B D A O

el o I )
e O
o

= "
= =
o) L b D D
ed el L O
e
Z‘S £ o— ) 0

T

[ I e
T dn P e
oD e e e

A P N T R I Y B T AT O Dmen ey Dmen w0
RN o)
1D oD

14.7 2 2 r
108 U 4 0 Y]
i0.9 & { 2 7
11 1 i G 0
1.1 2 2 i {
i1.2 G 0 { 0
11.3 1! 14 3 3
il4 5 ) 7 5
11.5 7 & 3 1
11.6 2 3 G &
17 16 4] d )
118 i} ; 2 z
i1.9 0 ) & &
12 4 B {:
iz g { 0 {i
12.2 : £ 4 tH
12.3 4 3 0 G

o
i
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Table G.1. Continoed.

Road Mile Rd. 9991 Forest Hwy. 56
# Anglers # Anglers # Anglers # Anglers
Parked Fished Parked Fished

16.6 L 0 0 g
16.7 3 3 4§ 2
i6.8 2 2 G i
16.5 ] & G {

17 0 0 3 5
17.1 2 2 1 0
17.2 4 4 E iy
173 23 23 0 i
17.4 O 0 it 0
17.5 0 4] ¢ 4
17.6 pi 2 {; G
17.7 4 4 G a
17.8 0 1 G 0
17.9 0 G 0 0

18 1 G G O
18.1 0} 0 0 a
18.2 0 0 & O
18.3 O 0 { G
18.4 4 4 iy G
18.5 { O 0 G
18.6 2 2 { g
18.7 0 g G 0
18.8 O 0 { 1
18.9 0 GO 0 {

19 0 G 0 G
19.1 0 0 0 {
19.2 0 0 0 it
19.3 0 0 O 0
(9.4 0 ) 0 &
15.5 4 G G 0
19.6 0 0 G 0
19.7 H 0 0 0
15.8 0 0 0 it
16.9 0 O 0 G

20 i { ¢ 0
26.1 G ¥ { 0
20.2 0 ) { 0
26.3 {3 { ¢ {
20.4 ¢ 0 g {0
2.3 0 0 4t i
20.6 # G 0 0
207 { { G 0
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Fable G.1. Contunugd,

Road Mile Rd. 9991 Forest Hwy. 36
E # Anglers # Anglers # Anglers # Anglers
B o Parked Fished Parked Fished
23 0 4 { {
230 { { { g
252 3 ¢ G 0
25.3 {0 0 0 0
I 254 g O { O
255 G 0 { 0
25.6 0 0 0 g
I 25.7 (i 0 § 0
258 0 ( ) G
25.5 0 0 0 &
§ 26 0 0 Q 0
26.1 0 {1 (i o
26.2 G 0 0 O
i 26.3 0 0 3 3
264 ¢ G 2 2
26.5 E 0 0 0
l 26.6 0 0 0 0
287 ! ] G 0
268 9 5 0 {0
I 269 36 29 g 0
27 { 0 G O
271 0 G (3 2
I 27.2 0 0 2 0
27.3 0 O 0 ]
27.4 0 & G 0
I 27.5 0O 0 {i 0
27.6 g G § 0
277 a0 0 0 G
I 278 0 0 0 G
27.9 g G 0 )
28 G G 0 O
I 281 O ) 0 &
282 0 0 0 0
28.3 4 { O O
I 284 & O O {
285 0 0 { i
28.6 0 0 0 a
! 28.7 0 { ]
28 8 0 G 0 0
289 o G { {
25 { 0 0 D
2%.1 O 0 0 0
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Tabie it Continued.

Koad Mile

kd. 9991
# anglers

£ Anglers
Fished

Fﬂrest‘i:lw}'. S0
# Anglers

# Anglers

Parked

 Parked

Fished

176 0 i {) il
377 tH 3| (: it
378 G { 0
7.9 0 0 0 0

38 il i i G
3K ( G 0 ¢
aR.2 { 0 0 0
383 0 { 0
354 { ¢ 0 0
38.3 7] (i 0 0
386 0 {i 0 ¥
387 { Q G 0
38.8 G { 0 G
LAY i} : { i

39 0 0 0 O
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APPENDIX H

Mail Survey Sample Sizes and Responses

i




P Regponse 1o “Have vou ever Bshea the Thompsen Raver m northwest Momana? (- 387

e

Lo

R

=3

SN
b

R

£

Pl

g

o

Rosponse to “"Please indicate how important cach of the following would be to vou if 2 now uingle road system were
1o b developed along the Thompson Enver ai a later tone. ™

"-’_cl“ . "\"f.'ﬁ.—}
How important would if be to vou that a new single road svstem. ., Upbnpeciani  Unimoortasi Neural Imiponass Bnperiant
Coabinee le provide ecr ons et feaucailh

tused '.w anglers (7w 4 3%, F 6T IR AP 54 B

Allow parking on the shealder of the road in some piaces whera ii1s safe

wdess . T T 5.5% 445 23% 32.8% 2 3%
Construct ntimd pudlouts to provide parking in some piaces along the
wad I Dt oo i) 8% 579 RT% 31.8% 5 4
rowm. ome 11 ver access sites That accommodaic buaimg use
s 3 34é%, 18.8% 2307 12 4% Hil%
Provide some river access s:ies il accommodaie overnight comping lse
i 2 14.3% 36% 14.2% 27.1%%
P‘l‘f:.‘:ide SOFGE TIVET dovess sites that scoomin 'ﬁatc overmight 1ecreational
(4.1 ) 27.8% g o, 18,2% 3350, 189
: sites that accopunedaie dev-nse plonicking ase
T X 7% 19.3% 3870 24.7%
s sites that accommodate swimining ise

W05 18.6%% t23% H.i%
Provide some dav-isc only niver acoess sil tiver access sites where
overmight camping would be prohibited) SR A 16 4% o T 31.2% 25 2% 745
Provide some niver aceuss silcs EL& oifer recreativoat
along the river (W3, - - y 17.3% 16 7% 23.0% 9% AUsnta
Provide rever access sites at bridge jocations 7 ) 1637 £ 7% 33.3% 2% T I30%
Provide some Dlaces zilong tie river that arz ot developed
(kg 11.3% 3.71% 10.6% 1R4% S41%

Response to “What do you think needs to be done to easure there will be adequate fishing access along the Thoinpson
River if a smgle 10ad system is ever consimated and poteniially paved?”

~aEgayiE e
Raglees

b

3




4 F popse o o vou have any conc
constructed and potentiaily pav d
P NG
1YES., . W wves, what are vour concerns?

L

Response to; “Have vou fished the Thompson River in the last 12 months?” (7

0% 1 INOG. ... Iae have vou fished there in the last THREE YEARS? . . 23.3% | 1Mo
82.3% [ 1YES 76.7% | ]Yes

6. Response to: “How do vou typically access the Thompson River Road when vou go there 1o fish?”

(M=301 resen
15.3% | }¥rom Highway 2 (between Libby and Kalispell)
81.7% | } From Highway 200 (near Thompscn Falls)
340% | ]Other

Response to: “Which of the following BEST describes how vou have fished the Thompson River in the past?”
(?%é':t. ¥ #4 4

27.7% { | Bank/wade fishing 2 majority of the fime {uot floating the fver}
8.7% [ | Float fishing a majorniv of the time
1.7% [ ] About an equal amount of time spent bank/wade fishing and float fishing

-

Response to: “What time(s) of the vear have you fished the Thompsen River i the past?” (730

89.8% | | General fishing opener (3™ Saturday in May) to early-September (thiu Labor Day weckend)
31.9% | | mid-September {after Labor Day weckend} to November 30
10.5% [ | BDecember 1 to Fobruary 23

36.6% | | March I to nud-May

ﬂl‘ir

{Percentages add up to greater than 100% because respondents could provide more than one response)

82.8% | ] General fishing opener (3" Saturday in Mayv) to sarly-September (thru Labor Day weekend)
52% | | mid-September {afler Labor Day weekend) to November 30
1.0% | | Decomber i to February 28
29% |} March 1 o nud-Mav

N A T T T T T W T A W o e e TheEN O mees 0 Ghoms 0 SR
=~

s
o




Ui Hesponse to “What time of vzar would vou MOST PREFER 1o aish the Thompson Raver?” (15234

T0.T7% § 1Ge h,ml fishing opence (2" Saturday in May) 1o early-September {thrn Labor Day weckeads
9.3% | | mud-September {atler Labor Dav weckend) aO\i vember 30
1.4% | ]} December | io February 238

i i18.6% | |March | to mid-May

11 Response tor “Whart sirctches of the Thompson River have vou fished iy the past™™ {5 - o4 seepondenis)

77.6% | 1 Mouth of the river to West Fork Thompson River contlucncs (mile G 1o 6.5)

78.5% | | West Fork Thompson River confluence to Little Thompson River confluence {miie 6.5 10 16 3}
46.7% | Littde Thompson River confluence to Bend Ranger Swiation (mude 165 10 31)

24.7% | | Bend Ranger Station to intersection of Fighwav 2 (mule 31 w0 42 )

(Percentages add up to greater than 100% because respondents could provide more thas one response)

12. Response 1a; “What streteh of the Thempson River have vou fished THE MOST in the past?” (M=

45.5% | | Mouth of the river to West Fark Thompson River confluence {mile 0 to 6.5)
385% | | West Fork Thampson River confluence to Little Thompson River confluence (mie & 5w 1= 5)
12.4% | 1 Ligtle Thompson River conflucnce to Bend Ranger Station (mile 16.5 10 31)

3.2% | | Bend Ranger Station to intersection of Highway 2 (mile 31 to 42.6)

13, Response to: “What stretch of the Thompson River do vou MOST PREFER to fish?” (-

38.5% | | Mouth of the niver to West Fork Thompson River confluence (mile € io 6.5)
d43.0% | ] West Fork Thempson River confluence to Little Thompson River confluence {mile = 512 15 5)
15.2% | ] Litdle Thompson River confluence to Bend Ranger Station (mile 16.5 to 31)
33% | ]Bend Ranger Station to intersection of Highwas 2 imile 3} to 42.6)
14, Response 1o “What fish species do vou fish for in the Thompson River™ {72 % .. e
52.1% §{ | Rambow trout
63.6% | | Browntrout
62.6% | ] Cutthroat trout
47.4% [ 1 Brook trout
225% | ] Whuefish
4.6% | ] Giher
{Percentages add up 1o greater than 100% because respondents could provide mors than oue response

| Kainbow trotit
1 Brown trout

| Cutthroat rout
| Brook trout

} Whitefish

1 Other

v i the Tho

mpson River?



16 Response o UIn tofal about tow many YEARS have vou fished the Thompson River?™ (w715

Mean {c.g.. the averaee) = 13 6 vears
Medman = 49 ¢

“Ahout how manv BAYS PER YEAR do vou typicallv fish the Thompson River?”

BT RN
LA M

Moean (e g the average) = 14 8 davs per vear
Median = 10.6

18, Response to. “What is the MOST vou have ¢ er fished the Thompson River in any one year™”

(W82 vompndioms)

Mean {c.g_, the average) =~ 22.3 davs
Median = 144

19, Response tor “What 15 vour cusrent home zipeode” {57 707 v v Lorans)

TEA%  HMontana residends
21.9% Nomresidenis




Open-Eaded. Verbatim Hesponses 1o Question #3
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| hive off Blue Shide Road and already see too much trash and speeding cars. A paved additional) voad would oot

hilp?

Opposed to the wdea of one road up this dramage. Paved road=speed of vehicles. My main concern i3 Bighorn sheep,

moose, oik, bear, deer futakines. Fishing access is fing a5 15 More traffic will destrov this beaubifvl arca

Allow po bmung and uo ATV s clean arsa of waeds and old iunk

Mot affect the river arza. bave a 100 & from the river not be 2ffecicd. Pul mad-made objects near, bu not 100 close.

My main concern 12 himung access on both sides of (he canvon

Dhon™s want 1o see 1T paved.

Hf;sps: the road up Thk cast side of the niver is used due to the easy access to the river 1iis oo hard to climb down the
teep banks on the west side for older fisherman

H’m issue 150t access, but comtamination. Runoit should be the 1ssue, my concern, i the road 1= paved, 15

magnesiwn chionde which is not natual.

To be able 10 get to the drainages on the other side for hunting.

Mothing, money cculd be better used 1o improve roads with homes on them.

Occanonally provide for puli-offs which wall allow for some control of people acoess. Cr, make it dificult for rivers

access Right now there are dozens of social trails. A major road will hring o hu}zﬁ* rmmbbn of people whuch could

contaminate the river if there s unlimiied access.

Frequent parking sites are needed Given that, those anglers will find a wav 1o the water.

Do not pave the road

Adequate pull-out sites tor cars. Paving the road should reduce pollntion wato the niver that it currently recerves from

the dirt.

Make some provision for non-beating anglers to access the non-road side. Pedestnian bridees and a trail svstem on

the non-read side for example.

Construci a rail svsiem along the river.

Two reads offer better niver access for anglers than one However, given population tnoreases, fishmy pressure could

become a real problem,

It yoad 15 paved, there might as well be 2 Walman there.

Plemy of spots to pull out and walk, wade, tish MO BOATS ALLOWED. River is toc sinail

It should never be paved.

Insure that all cxisting access sues remain open , msure that all existing dispersed comping sites remain undeveloped

as thev are except for specifically identified very hugh use sites that need totlzt facility,

Need to have pullouts along the road and paths so you could walk upsuream. Bon't pave the road,

There already s plentv of access sites o the nver. Paving this road will increase fishing pressure Paving is a bad

idea.

Koep some places where the fish and wildlife will not be disturbed, then it would be a good 1dea

There is already adeguate fishing access along the river.

Have adequate pull outs

Mot ag concerned with access as we are over erosion and pollution.

nsure parking and pull-cuts.

Lots o access to nver for fishing and parking.

It 15 not true that most of the road passes through state and ‘ar national forest Jand, thus baving  few private inholds,

one should b able to access the river along much of it length aiready,

Need a decent irati that Teads to a smail shaliow dock from the furure paved road.

Froeram a reasonable number of access sites into the projeci as part of the total funding.

FWP and UUT must agree and specify each Hshing access and FWP needs to monitor elosely,

Mamntain 14!

Loial aceess 18 the most important.

Whether = single lane 1s over developed or if any Phaasgw are made to the 7 road svstem, ensure the same amocunt of

aceessible forest land, niverside access can be reacked by read or hiking, by hnnting the privatization of the riverside

neoperty. Addittonally mdmL« 1 the currens ity rfi'-::na. fooiage accessed Uwosgh omber company fands.

-1
]

Campgrounds need 1o be developed and puli-cuis for parking.

79



Open-Faded, Verbatim Responses to Quoestivn #3 {continued}

Lea ”*; 2% 1L 18 oW,

Do Not make access to0 casv, tivers are over ished 1F access 18 too casy,

Whv a single road system? Pave the road on the sast side and leave the west side gravel and open to travel.

Leave 1t alons.

42, There should be access o the river by irall or in some cases b
by a high population of people.

43 \;’0 PAVING With improvement, more people would be atfracied o the area and Dshing would be affooted. Is

ver fished now. Go to catch and release stream. Look at what happened to the Swan River.

44 L@ave the road as 1 is sow. The fishing is verv pood and a road would be very detrimental o fishing and native fish
TCCOVery.

43, Do not want the road 1o be paved.

46. Do not pave.

47 Freguent pullouts to provide safe passage for traffic.

L 42
el

PN

il
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road. If this accsss s oo easy, niver could be abused

1, ,,u

48, Should be several puil-outs so there’s a lot of fishing access.

45 Rock Creck Road is an oxcelient example of a single road svstem aleng a well used fishery,

56 Leaveuasiiis.

31, Pave one side and leave the other.

52 There is ioe much access along the river ioday.

533, Less access mught provide greaier protection for the fishing resource

34, Make sure it remaing multiple use area so that all forest users have access,

35 Limi the amcunt of non-recreational travel through slower speed hmits or speed zones. Dhon’t turn it into a shori-

cut between highway 2 & 200,

Don’t pave and make 1t less user friendly.

Provide more access 1o the river in different spots.

Access 1o sites across the river that would be not accessibie because of road closer. Better access along river for

CHIPILE,

There is adequate fishing access. Do not pave, make a single road, but dor’t pave it. It will keep the riff-raff down.

60, Provide pull-outs areas for river access.

51, Paved roads will likely mean increased speeds and amount of traffic, making road side parking more dangerous.
Thus making parking areas and hiking trails to the river should be done.

62. Do pot improved roads, It is the rough road and other difficulties thet keep thus area from being overused. Leave it
he.

63, Adding extra tum-off areas along the new road for parking access to river. Where new bridges may be added,
utilizing small portions of the unused roadway for parking. Adding in additional riverside campgrounds that would
have some parking areas for day use.

64, Construct food bnidges, provide a bicvele lane on the road.

5. Needs to be tum outs,

66, I the single paved road follows the ACM road from 200 to the Little Thompson Bridge. Thers should be a traul on
the west side with several foot bridges to provide access.

67, Pull~outs, siocking of native trout, parks where access is provided,

68, Leave many sections of the old road svstem open to fishing and camping.

69, Provide foot bridges for anglers o access the other side during high water. (4 or 3 throughiout the river area from 2
t0 200.)

70, Allow shoulder parking where safe and create pullouis where ap pmﬂriﬂ.l@

71, 1think a fish haichery about 20 mile would help. We could manage the niver as needed. The mere sites yvou provide,
MOTS Use.

72 Have turn outs to allow for accsss.

3. Puliouts for parking to fish.

74, Dow’t thenk the rf'd should be paved I‘i. is 7 beautiful area with terrific wildlife viewing opportunitics. P

Loy L Lh
.OO :HJ “d'«

R

T

aving the
road would increase tratfic and speads, causing concern for waldhife. [ don’t behieve we nwd a gut throvgh from 2 o
200,
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Cpen-Ended, Verbatim Hesponses to Question #3 {continued)
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suve it alone, if 15 mce just hike 115, I vou regulate this river any more than 118 now, you will ruin & just like

Speed would b:., MY N0 Concern.

¥ ol

fe3, Y

77. Do not construct any road,

78, Update what is already m place.

79, Construct tumouts every mile or so.

R4, Keep 2 siow speed, narrow, curving road. Do not make a wide, high speed road. Kedain as a fand and one and 2 haif

with turnouts. This could be a slow paved or good gravel suriace road, Mo mag chloride,
81, Thisis a fragile fishery and a paved ru'ld will put teo much pressure on the system. 1t is alieady over fished and
paved roads will mﬁi\"‘ 1t WOISE.

2. Provide thought to safe crossing to aveid wading accidents,
83 Whers s the nandmap cess 1o the river, Ban fishing should be aliowed for all handicapped. A paved road wouldn’t

hurt the fishing at 2.

84. 1 am for the single road and opposed to paving the road. Gravel roads keep speeds down. Paving would increase
accidents.

85, Parlung areas and pulloffs

86, Create safe pullouts for parking.

7. More restrictive fish Hmits may need to be tmposed.

88 Parking on shouider.

89, Use data about the most popuiar fishing sites and plan access points, but toc many like the 5t. Joe, This only
encourages more tratfic Whﬂ ch wili dimmish the fishery

4. Do not combine these roads. Do not pave. Multiple road access spreads traffic and pressure. Single road systoms
concentrate fraffic and pressure.

%1 Opposed to paving. Do not agree with a single road project, but there would need to be access points.

%2 To ensure adequate access the road ne edzs to be left unpaved. If paved there musi be pull outs for parlang.

3. Keep road away from the river, use trails 1o fish the niver.

94 A good road and some handicap access to the niver.

O3 Where the other road that 15 not used, make the nght of way mnto a trail system that aflows continued acoess 1o foou
and bike traffic.

96,  Pullouts, trails, parking so anglers can access the river to wade fish.

Parking areas with short trails. Anglers harvest trout vear-round with no warden enforcement.

98, Don’t thunk there should be one road. The roads should be improved. More camping for BV s and tents and access
for fishing,

66 Momtor speed at these locations or have tum lanes at access sites or leave sccondary gravel roads 1o access ruml
areas.

106, Leave the roads on both sides. Do not pave, this will keep traffic slow,

101, Present road systom provide over-use access. Dust is hurfing the fishery. A single road svstem would help the
fizhing by making access more challenging. Pullouis every 3-4 miles would be necessary.

102, Leave other road for rec use.

103, Provids pull-outs and manags bank erosion and overgrowth,

104, Leawve it alone

105, Don’t pave

196 Both sides of river need to be accessible to sport fishing, mavbe by

197 Just do a good job on the construciion.

168, Catch/Release only, sirietly enforeed by FWFE. Limit development along river edge, consider permut fishing. Keep
road intrusion to minimum (small 2 lane, low speed, minimal tumeuts, parking lot with no camping), Consider
fishenmens trails along the river,

104, Pullouts

110, Catch and release only

111 Soeme section should be caich and release only

2. Ksep either roadway intact with aocess to old routss. ‘M >re Important s river Q&a’itv znd fish numbers

a foot bridge.

3. Boant pave. Do not provide additional access sttes. Wild naturs of the river drainage mnst be preserved

££
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Open-Eaded, Verbalim Besponses (6 Question #3 (continucd)

114, No naved road. it would cut e ooy sy fishins aocons w hizif and faster traffic would endanger the wilditz

P15 Accoss sies should be smzsi and fow in number

116 Need access w both sides of the river What happens s access ror hunting,

117, Keep the communicabion cpon

tis Safe parking areas

119 1ave pans of the oid road epen

1200 Plonty of 2ccss sites, puliouts. A coupie of swall devoloped campground Tike those on dhe lower river would be
zood

121, Higlway 13 upnecessarns

122 Leave some of exsiing road on the oppostte of the now paved road (0 enhance fishing,
123 Soli mamtain the beaury without it getine over ysed

124 Guad parking sies
127 Leave soms places yndeveloped. People already drive woe fast. I paved log trucks speeding, kads and pets in the
road

126 Tum outs

127 Season should be reduced and keep lumt decrsased

128 Provide pa@km“ pullouts.

129, Faving the road would promote more use. More use creates more problems

130 Regular pullouts 1= a good idea, but there should be stretches whore anglers have wo work fo got o A xmmgle unpaved
road 13 the best option. No boaters.

£31. Don't build

132, Keep roadway as far from the water as possible. Keep the speed hmit low for satcty rcazons

133 Paving 15 not necessary. Road is used on both sides now. Provide more pull outs o keop i 2até and for slow moving
vehicles. Just grade the road mors ofien, take care of what' s there

134 Pregerve stream access law agas. Each time pmpg,rtv changes hands FWP zers access i, Na lawns or addiional
grazing arcas No cuiting of brush and trees in 10 ﬁ zeme from hish water mark

135, Lots of planung and keep the aroficial lwre m fore

136. Do nol pave.

137, Increace number of puliouts

138 A paved road 1= a mustahe A smgle road v fine but not 2 highway

129 Leave the wav 1t is

F4G. More aceess on the Jlower 14 mules.

141, Pullouts and parking.
142. Don’t want a single rond svstem, period
142 Make access to aver xafu and lets of auto parking. Be able to get 1o the river for recreation. Get 13 of heavy brugh
and make the river catch and release only,
44, Put in bridges so there is access to both sides
145 Boat launch
I 46
4

Provide parking with trail head access

Access is already established at an accoptable level. Mavbe too much access would be detnmental 1o the niver that i
already overnsed.

i 148, If one road system 1s developed thers needs to bo the same access (o the 2djacent forest lands and the rive: A paved

road would kecr the dust down.

149 The fishing and bunting will bave 1o stav the same or be improve
! 154, Pavad rcad will bring over use too much fishing from out of ‘mterx
151 NO road.
152 Puliouts
133 Don't ke the fern-feciors and trec-hugaers have more thop 30% sav m what happens.,
154 Improve the read, pened. Don’t create an amusoment p;a_rL CH (Tonme: Keep it pristine and keep the mumber o
poople down.
iS5, Access [ojakes € unporang.
156 Pronide more parking.
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Cpen-Ended, Verbatim Responses o Question %3 (continuer?
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Don’t want a mzjor highway o Kahspell.
Maintam the natoral boantv

No peed to change the current road sy
Provide parking in piaces where it
Provide pavking for pullouts.
Mamtam access For gencral public by using dead-ends of the old road bod. Pui in puliouts, camping and day use
areas.

Keop i the wav it s, Paving s tiot necessary, People already specd on the eravel and thers is already too much
arbage,

L.cave the roads alone and improve the fishing.

There would need to be dav float access. Should be some small campsites. Lot arca landhelders know that fishermen
don’t damage their proeperty.

Paved road 15 a bad idea. The viver 1 already overfished.

Guardrails if possible. Keep speed linit below 43, Mainiain the area’s natural appeal. Clean out non-game junk fish.
Proper pull out sites and camping will be great o home siie development. It should be open to all not just
landowners.

stem.
g safe to walk and wade. No boats,

s

9. Access to both sides 18 nesded.
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Pull outs ars imporiant. A single mad svstem will take zome pressure off of some areas.
Parking

Quality fishery, Easier access means more fishermen

Foot access 1o the river in menv Jocations.

Need a plan that shows where fishing aceess would ke

Road sei-backs from the nver. Pay atienuon to nunofi. Dav and ovarnight camping access.
Don’t pave

L.eave it alcne

Pullowts and parkmg

Pave the road all the way to Hwy 2. Campsites would be great and provide more easy access,
Single lane road would oreate too much traffic and speed.

Make handicap access and wncrease slot hmit to [Z

Should be wide cnough for people walking along river.

Sinzle road system 13 ideal! But no paving.

Do not pave

Access

No paving. gravel 1s fine,

Should remain the same.

. No paving, casier accesg will nun the niver and fish population.
. Ensure that improved accoss does not result in decreased fish catches and increased pollution and trash.
¢ Make sure the melting chemicals don't end up n the nver.

Beo sure we can get campers n the pulleffs. The wardens have been very nice.

. Being able to cross the nver.

Camp mics

Do not pave

Leave sections of the old road

Opposed to spending t2x dollars on a paved road for tius sreas.
More pullouts, Paving will cu down on poliution.
Diow’t pave

Alreadv have adequale access, leave it primitive.
Pull offs

Pron't chanee the current road svsiem

Limn aooess, do not pave

More pullcuts

Low soead L

K
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(pen-Ended, Verbatim Responses o Question #3 (continued)

M5 Wider parking arcas

206, Handicap ac

207, Too fast of driving which endangers fishermen

Parking

Minimize development, provide 2ate pullows, low speed L
Voo much acoess leads 1 over lishing Shiould be caich and relsas
Do pot pave

CERS
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Open-Ended, Verbatim Comments to Question <4

Increase m traflic, spead by vehicles on 2 paved road. access 1o both sides of v
Contammal.‘mg the river and over use of a road.
evelopment=more people. Like it the way it 15 now
Dc:-n 1 like the 1dea of changing the current system. 1t will increase traffic and 1ncrease noise.
Increzsed tratfic changes environment.
Better hunung,
Fishing and litter
Road won’t be away from the niver because of the sicep valley  Too much hitter and overuse. The present fishery ig
not strong encugh te handle the inerease.
I am opposed to a paved road as 11 will reandt in increased traific and use of the viver. The resalt will be cveruse
similar Lo other streams and nvers wo MT
If it is paved Thempson River will be destroved.
Lack of access te the non-road side
Access will diminish and be Limited.
Same of my favonte fishing spots could be mnore dificult to get to with only one road
It will attract too many people, garbage and high speed traffic and 1t will be a huge RV arca
Over fishing ! Lint fishing 10 artificial and a slot imat or no figh kill at all. That river could be cne of the best 1n the
state if managed better.
16 Mazke the whole river caich and release
17. That river access and parking areas are provided for fishermen
1% [ have g high concern that a lof of the hitle access sites and campsites widl be fost. Thas will then put competiion on
the remaining sites and create overuse
19, Ifthat road is paved it will prevent dust but 1i will become a secondary highway and wili ¢ toc crowded as weil an a
danger to fishermen and wildhife.
2¢r,  Poliution of the prisiine Thompson Rner Too much pressure on fish. Recreational fishing will sutter bocavse of
added vse of Thompson River Road.
More pressine on the fisher
Increased traﬁ"- f‘ould ra,:-ulL in the nver bong overused and over-fished.
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Road ik finc a3 1s Construcuon of a paved road would make the road more dangerous {or wddhife and humans. And
may causze the river i be over fished.
24 Paved road waild have negative impact on the area. Land will be over-used but alse hunting and sther activities wiil

mcrease and will impact wildlife. Leave & along

25 River could be over fished
26 Wil betoo buq\-

7 I want both roads.
' Catch and rc—:laasa during spzwning or 0o fishing at all durag spawning
Dioesn’t need paved.
lnsure parkang and pull-ouis off l1igh A
A paved road would result s f2se sediment washing into the river compared to & gravebdirt road. Need somethimg
with the least impact on the
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pen-taded, Verbatim Comments to Question #4 {connnued;
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Y. Increased higher speed traffic safety Tmproved access, more people and impact on the wild fish sopulauen More
activitv=tower qualify experience.

Pollutants leeching nio the niver, over fishing and potential road kills increased on the road, frathc werease, speed.
nzeds 1o be designated as wild and scenic.

24 Trathe will increase and speeds will increase. Acerdents wili moersase and it wall be dangerous without proper

K
Ted

consideration {0 acoess.
Maunain as 4 fiv fishing only rver.
Much of the river hank 15 privaic tand.
Lamit use of RV s
Paving a road means more rzfhic and speeding thereby increasing the fishing pressure on a sensiive ecosvsiem.
Cveruse and litter.
Which side of the nver? Make the side without a road o hiking, horseback and trails, ele.
Access to the west side of the nver would be restricted. Why not pave one side and leave the other side gravel
Leave the road alone.
Mo improvements. No boating. This 1s one of few nivers where you can fly fish from the bank.
Flease do not construct a road svstem,
Over usage due [0 CaSY NCCOSS
46.  Area may be over used.
47, Teoo much traffic.
4% 5till have access for fishing throughout the drainage.
459 Agcess VT and historical use areas. Lack of bridges is only on one side.
Structure road fo limit use at high speeds.
Access and tratfic
Keep access hthed there 15 already too much access inthe USA. We need more pristine. undeveloped ascas.
Would not have encugh access to the river.
Losing places o camp, When making places 10 camp please make spots big enough to get larger campers and larger
groups in for famtly culings.
Pollution from a more traveled road. Litter. and probably BV's with full hook-ups.
If these roads become paved, it could encourage more recreational vehicle (RV) use {camping) taking away from the
rustic, secluded camping and fishing that should be found in our national forests,
Overise
Why ruin 2 nice natural zrea?
Once the road 15 paved, there will be an increase in traffic and noise. Vehicle speed will increase on the road. The
minimalist outdoorsman will be replaced by the RV crowd due to easy access. An increase m pollutant potential
from a paved road will ocenr, particularly where road s near the river.
60 Honlng access on opposite side of river from where the road is fecated.
61, Toc much pressure on the Thompson River.
62 The nver from 200 to mile 16,5 fishes best from the county road, while engineering concerns probably favor the
ACM read.
Tt will get over fished and lose some of ity beauty
Cerizin sections will become accessible only (o flosiers.
Too many people being attracted to the river. Truck traflic. Phvsical access 1o the other side.
Orver use, Effect on winter range.
Paving would help reduce silt. However, the increased speeds afier the road 1s paved also coneerns me. Ne bait, no
barbed hooks and only catch and release.
68 More trafiic.
49, (etung to the other side for Hshing access.
The state worked hard to make the Thompson area what 1t 1= and preserve access W ﬁshc
Concem for potlation due o wereasaed traffic as well &= poaching from sasior ace
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2 Doeungstpave if, leave 1 as 1t is. It is nice to pull mto campsites and not have
. Speed

p ople around.
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Open-Ended, Verbapm Comments 1o Question #4 {continned )
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High amount of rraffic, increased development, lonter, exhauvsi. siresses on wildlife, Fragmentation of wildhi
corndor and Joss of wild land:
Increase in traffic.
Retain, wndeveloped. primufits ¢, camp and picnie sites, Retan sites whers vou can get off the road with som
privacy.
Toe much prossure on fishery.
Wildiife and buman bife. Cost 1o pairol the arca and overese, ketier speed.
Parking. over fishing, catch and release and fly mhmg alv zecesy
Too mugh traffic and litter mmcrease wiith more use and endanyer 4
Overuss
Access on both sides of vver
Favor a paved road becanse of the reduced dust. But there will be additional traffic and therefore fishermen.
More traific and fishing pressure. There 18 nothing in the book that savs fisherman should a0t have to do some
hiking o get in.
Controlled access leads (o changing fecs for access,
for the state.
River would become over crowded because there would be f"-‘ ‘or access points Do not want s to becoms like
Reck Creek with fishermen stacked up because of limited aocess pouws.
Access will be drastically reduced, and river will become over ased.
Increased traffic impacis enviromnent.
t will difficuls to get to some good fishing holes
Increased raffic.
Mot Cl‘lOlth areas to allow river access,
There will be a lot of the nver that’s not accessible.
Keep it as natwal as possible, 1f one wants an outdoors expenence don't expect pavement and sidewalks. No boats,
niy canoes.
RY pullouts for fishing and camping with pay stations, Access for fishing. hiking and watching wildlife.
The spoed of travel that accom pmics a paved road svstem will make i too dangerous for recreational traffic,
Give the fish a chiance. don™t over access the river. A paved road would help the fisherv. bui bring more fishermesn.
Ree access
Wil therc be access to both sidex for huniing and other sports,
Proserving 2n already marginalized fisherv. Turnng the road into a shoriout. High speeds and more traffic.
Toe bugy of a road. Pollution from increased traffic and decrease of natural habitat,
Too nmch fishing traffic and pollution.
Currently there are different access areas depending on which side of the niver. If a single road, will access be more
himited?
RV aceess
Increase affic. high speeds and increasing fishing pressure,
A paved single road system wili canse 2 negative mipact upon wildlife and cleanliness of the area due 10 higher
usage by those cominuting whe have no concern for the well bemng of this arca.
Some areas will bocome 1naccessible and accessible areas will become crowded and overused.
Thiz would become a highway shortcut to Kalispell.
Constraction and log imcks will creaie a neganve impact on the river. Why spend the money, ir's fine the way itis.

Jhin

=

Anst every natural place hocomne 2 money making opportumiy

 Too much fishing, traffic, cabins and developers.

Single road system wounld limit access to only one side of the niver. If 2 road s put in, put a bridge in and
campgrounds on the other side,

H paved i will become another Couerd A'lens River

Increased wraffic to and from Kalispeil, but it wonld be good foi the economy.

It neads to be pre served so over use and zhuse doos not take p.au,

. Highway 200 is too narrow Tor cars 1o be perked alone the road.

Lanited abiliy to pull off. Long terye maintenance may pot jeccive priority,
Increased uafﬁ ¢ and more neople.
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Oven-Ended, Vearbaim Comineris 1o Quesiion #4 (continued)

Adcauagc acoess
Orver use of precious resource, speed timins, furn offs, road maintenance, coliisions.

Wikl be too much access for the fishine to accommedate

If paved, forget abont seclusion and an outdoor expertence.

Entire river should be catch and releasc

Too much pressure

Too much fishing and hunting pressurs.

Paving 13 not good. It creates sprawl and development. Oue road however does seem ke a pood idea.

Road would increass waffic.

River 1s getting crowded already and this will oxacerbae the problem Speedimg on 2 paved road will mzke the road
more dangerous.

o oo
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127, People like the option of use erher side for fishing . hunimg | firewood. Access would be limited too muck.
28, Will increase use {(Spokane, Missoula and Cd A outfitters) and will be w2007 during hatch. No beats.
29 Dor’t pave. Maintain a betier gravel road. Pavement causes te much traffic.

=

Paving brings ino many people.

. Paving would add vehicles and that puls too much pressure on fishery
Overuse, degrading of river and ecosystem

i, Would ruin guality and unigneness of this area.
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134, Don’t maintain the road that we have and the county will nat be able 1o maméain this one either. A zravel road can
be graded. Thompson River 18 heavilv hunted and not patrolled, it docs nol 2 main highway thru it Spend the money
on dust contrel and grading.

135 It wili become a main highway to Rie? and danzerons. Wiiderncss would be dimmished.

136 Salety! Epough passing areas, parking arcas

137. Mo access 1o both sides of river, need access 10 have abilily lo gt to forest roads.

13%. Over use o1l fiom road gething 1nto svstem. accidents from hugh speeds.

13%. More garbage, worse fishing, danger from more traffic, and less peace and guiet.

146 A paved road will bring more traffic and possibly development in this scemc arsa. Huge impact.

141. It would be hard to gat 1o certain sites.

142 Heavv traffic

143 If accessibility 1s improved o allow more tvpes of vehacles (RV s} we nisk the potential of detrumental activities
such as overfishing, pollution and httering.

144 Leave as it s

145 Too much traffiv and congestion on the road and it will force more fishermen m fewer spots.

146, Keep natural beauty

147, Paved road wili be detrimental to the fishery and the whole fishing expenience.

143 Campsites, belter aceess w campsites.

149 Speed

150 Speed and lack of parking.

151 Maintn public aceess

1532, A single road systam would provent access fo many fshing sites.
133 There wouldn't be access 1o favorite fishing spots.

134 Leave the rver as it is and provide more fishing opportunifies.
155 Can'i Dk the east side at all and that’s the best fishing.

136 Negative mapact.

157, Improvement will cause srerpopulation.

158 More traffic and cvervse

139 Waould sull need arzas thai vou wonld have to walk to.

160, Access 1o both sides.

[ouy

. Fishing is the only reason { come
(=4 i
2. lwill be over fished.
Paving bnngs pepulation. It wounld become o prisate uver booause thers iz oo much private propeny and there

4 qs o
woudd Be no access.
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Open-Lnded, Verbatim Comiments to Ouestion #4 {contnued)
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P80
181
182,
183
154,
185
186.
147,
P88,
i85
190,
191.
192,
163.
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Fishing access.

It wouid be hike the “Buoll Rover™ not enough access fort 1:, public and not cocuzh puli OULS.
{ traffic mav degrade the

W alrzady have good access and chmlgx; requires us o give up something Vojunic

overall cRper Ence.

Quahty of husting would decrease. As 2 cabin ovwner vandailsm would be 2 conc

Leave i alone

There is a lot of nver 1o be used and that would inerease fishing possibiiiiies.
{ver use

More trash and pollotion and would cut off the access road.

Traftic and overuse.

Keep it ag natural as possible. High traffic would be a problom.

Trathic

Too many people, ove rdw;lopmsm and restrizted access.

Frecreased outdoor experience and more traffic, noise, polluion and less tfish.
Overuse

| want the freedom to pull over and fish, camp, and hike wherever and whenever
e k

Increased waffic

Jecreased fishing

River may become a garbage dumg from oo many people
Mot enough access

Mo boais

The sereny area will be disturbed
More hiter and over fishing
Bun-off

Over use

Traffic

Increased trafhic

Feavy traffic, oo many people
(ver Bishing and 100 much traffic
Increased traffic and pollution

m ang more

Damage to fishery, Loss of sireamside vegetation, increased sedimentation and overuse
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