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Eeng-termimeniterng and
expenmental (IHEE) proieco)

« Same sites visited during both sampling events (pre-
and post-HFE).

. pre-HFE: 2/28 — 3/2/2008
» post-HFE: 3/18 — 3/21/2008

e pre-HFE: 2/5 — 2/24/2008
e post-HFE: 3/27 — 4/16/2008
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PROVISIONAL DATA SUBJECT TO REVISION




Relativerantnoance ol
Hannelmoeuithrstickers rainne ot anar oo tirebib
[rtnE Grianie Canyon (RIVIN0=225; 1991=20015)

rainbow trout
brown trout

} Pre-HFE RBT
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GRAND CANYONISAMPLE REACHES

Highest densities of rainbow trout in GRCA
Low turbidity on pre- and post-HFE

Non-native fish removal reach
Centered around the confluence of the LCR
High turbidity on pre-HFE downriver of the LCR

 Includes Bright Angel Creek and the highest
densities of brown trout

e Highest densities of flannelmouth sucker

e High densities of flannelmouth sucker
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dtivVe auuneance(CRPUE) oI rainoM ot
EMoRENAUVE TISIHFrEmeVeal reacihi(reacn: 2)
(RIVIFS6=—10692000-2005)

non-native
fish
removal
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Conclusions
Lengrterm menitering

Brown trout catch rates increased predominantly in reach 3.

Rainbow trout catch rates increased predominantly in reach 1
and catch rates are similar to 2001.

Rainbow trout catch rates also increased in reach 2 (non-
native removal reach) and catch rates in 2008 are similar to
2003 and 2004.

e Catch rates are now at about 30% of those observed Iin
2002 (prior to non-native removal).

The most dramatic increase occurred in 2006.
The highest catch rates are in reaches 4 and 5 (lower river).



T~ conclusions
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 Rainbow trout (0-152 mm and 305-405 mm)
relative condition was lower in the Lees Ferry
reach during the post-HFE than during pre-
HFE sampling.

 All inferences on catch rates downriver of the
Little Colorado River (reaches 3-5) are
confounded by changes in turbidity and likely
changes in capture probabilities between the
pre- and post-HFE sampling trips.
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