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King Street Center
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 6300
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TTY Relay: 711

Cedar River Council
Meeting Notes

April 28, 2026 - 6:00 pm to 8:00 pm (scheduled)
Meeting/Video Conference Call via Zoom (King County account)

** Al transcription recording was used to assist in the compilation of the meeting notes. Notes were
reviewed and verified for accuracy by WLRD administrative team **

[. Welcome

1. Introductions: Chair Max Britson opened the meeting, noting improved attendance and
encouraging broader community participation.
2. Public Comment: No public comment

[I. General CRC Announcements

1. Al transcription being used to assist in the capture of meeting notes
2. "l ® Cedar River” event planning for June 25

lll. Topic Discussion

Fish Returns Update WDFW - Aaron Bosworth
1. ~900 spawners in Cedar River (average/slightly below)
2. 47% hatchery origin, 53% natural origin spawners
3. ~1,547 spawned naturally in Sammamish system
4. Ballard Locks count likely inflated due to fish recycling in warm water
Sockeye Program:
1. ~4,000 natural spawners in Cedar River (stable at low levels)
BLAST program (Ballard Locks Adult Sockeye Transfers) successfully collecting broodstock
Round ponds dramatically reduced pre-spawn mortality (40% to <10%)
Hatchery increased production to 6 million fry (first increase in decade)
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Predator Removal Efforts:
1. Smaller-Bodied Predators (feeding on fry at Cedar River mouth):
a. Rock Bass: Relatively new to Lake Washington but highly abundant. Feed heavily on salmon fry
during February-April emergence. Even small rock bass can eat large numbers of fry. Stomach
content analysis (gastric lavage) confirmed heavy predation.



b. Black Crappie: Abundant in Lake Washington. Small young crappie feed on fry, though they
don't eat quite as many as rock bass.

c. Yellow Perch: Most abundant species in Lake Washington, introduced over 100 years ago. Can
feed on larger Chinook smolts. Problematic due to high contamination (PCBs, PFAS), making
them difficult to market - possibly only suitable for fertilizer.

2. Larger-Bodied Predators (feeding on larger juvenile salmon):

a. Northern Pikeminnow: Native fish, thought to be abundant. Don't feed on small fry but prey on
larger juvenile sockeye and Chinook in offshore habitats. Successfully targeted with commercial
gill nets in deep water.

b. Smallmouth/Largemouth Bass: Non-native, relatively abundant. Feed on salmon at smolt stage
when juveniles migrate along shorelines.

c. American Shad: Non-native, became super abundant in just the last 5 years. Don't feed on
fry/smolts but compete for zooplankton food resources.

3. lllegally Introduced Species:

a. Northern Pike: Someone keeps illegally stocking them; caught occasionally

b. Walleye: Several caught a few years ago, none in last couple years - population may be smaller
than thought

4. Control Methods:

a. Commercial fishing contractor using gill nets and new hoop net traps

b. Hoop nets allow live release of non-target species (large-scale suckers, pea mouth chubs)

c. Funded by state proviso bill and King County

5. Flood Impacts:
a. December 2025 floods likely caused poor production year for naturally spawning salmon
b. Fry trap counts significantly lower than normal

Cedar River Flood Stories Survey — Results & Discussion
1. Survey Overview:
a. 14 responses from 9,000+ GovDelivery recipients
b. Self-reported qualitative accounts requiring field verification
c. 2025 flood crested at 18.25 feet (new record; 1990 was 17.13 feet)
2. Key Findings:
a. 8respondents described 2025 as most severe flood at their location
b. Significant impacts in Maple Valley corridor (Dorre Dawn/Jan Road area)
c. Reports of ~$150,000 damages, up to 4-foot deep water, uninhabitable homes
d. First-ever interior flooding reported in North Renton area
3. Community Concerns:
Levee conditions: Multiple reports of perceived deterioration, especially Jones Road/174th area
Warning systems: Late notifications, inadequate evacuation support
Flood insurance: Confusion between flood vs. homeowner's insurance
Post-flood communication: Lack of follow-up information and risk assessments
e. Dam safety: Unprompted concerns about cracks in flood control dam (outside CRC jurisdiction)
4. Restoration Project Observations:
a. Riverbend site appeared to reduce flooding (positive)
b. Jan Road project concerns about flow pattern changes
c.  Mixed perceptions about project impacts
5. CRC Actions Approved:
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a. Reopen survey and include in targeted mailing to basin residents for “| ® Cedar River” event

| Love Cedar River (June 25) - Event planning update (Date contingent on elected official

availability for attendance)
1. Format:

a.
b.
C.

Open house with agency/partner tables (4:30-5:15 PM)
Speaker panel with Q&A (5:15-7:00 PM)
Second open house session (7:00-8:30 PM)

2. Confirmed Participants:

a.
b.
C.
d.
e.

King County Executive (invited)
Councilmember Reagan Dunn (invited)
WLRD Director

SPU, WDFW, King County departments
Cedar River Salmon Stewards

3. Special Features:

a.
b.
C.

Interactive basin map showing flood impacts and restoration projects
Comment cards for curated Q&A
Community priority-setting exercise

4. Topics Requested:

a

b.
C.
d.

SPU reservoir management during flood

King County Emergency Management response
Permitting activities near river

After-action reviews and lessons learned

V. Q&A

1. Fish Returns Update

a.

Q: Why is there such high mortality, especially from the locks? (Tom Allen)

A: Aaron Bosworth explained the Ballard Locks count is likely artificially high due to
overcounting. Fish mill around in warm ship canal water and "recycle" through the large
locks, resulting in counting the same fish multiple times. Increased pre-spawn mortality in
recent years, especially for fish going to Issaquah.

Q: Would refrigeration systems help with water temperature? (Paul Dutton)

A: Aaron confirmed yes, large-scale chiller systems would be ideal but are very expensive.
River water is relatively cold even in summer, so chillers would be helpful but cost is
prohibitive.

Q: How much will December floods impact future Chinook and other species? (Bill
Gerditz)

A: Aaron expects poor production year for sockeye and Chinook that spawn naturally in the
Cedar. Floods came during egg incubation and fry emergence, likely killing many eggs and
fry. Smolt trapping crew seeing far fewer fry than normal, indicating it will be a bad year 4
years out. Habitat restoration projects likely mitigated some damage.

Q: How will floods impact trout population?

A: Aaron believes impact will be minimal since cutthroat and rainbow trout are spring



spawners and did not have reds in gravel during December floods. Adult trout are generally
good at surviving flood events.

e. Q: Can UW help with steelhead problems? (Phil Reimer)
A: Aaron stated UW has not provided solutions for Cedar River steelhead recovery. Short of
instituting a hatchery program, which has been discussed but funding is an issue, WDFW has
their hands full with sockeye, Chinook, and coho challenges.

f. Q:Is shortage of spring water limiting the number of round ponds? (Tom Allen)
A: Aaron confirmed water supply is a limiting factor. They don't have enough spring/well
water for as many ponds as they'd like, but river water works well as a substitute for sockeye,
though it's not as clean and cold as groundwater.

g. Q: Any discussion of supplementing steelhead population with Soos Creek Hatchery
fry? (Jeff)
A: Aaron explained they discontinued out-of-basin steelhead transfers and don't have federal
permits for that practice anymore. Green River steelhead population is also struggling, so
every fish from that hatchery program is needed for the Green River itself.

h. Q: Are there any known blockages on May Creek?
A: Lawrence Raymond said there are no known blockages, though there are many log jams
which are actually positive for salmon habitat, providing refuge for fry.

i. Q: Are there no flood control dams on the Cedar? (Tom Allen)
A: Confirmed - there are no flood control dams on the Cedar River.

2. Cedar River Flood Stories Survey

a. Q: We received CRC notifications but not the survey. We live directly next to Cedar
River and experienced riverbank loss. (Marina)
A: Pahaliyah explained the survey was distributed via GovDelivery list. If not received, the
person may not be on that distribution list. Follow-up actions were noted.

b. Q: Can we do targeted mailing on the survey?
A: Motion made by Jeff and seconded by Tom to reopen survey for targeted mailing with “I
¥ Cedar River” event.

V. Closing
Max (Chair) provided closing remarks thanking everyone for attending the meeting and noting
that Larry Phillips (who was absent) sends his thoughts and appreciates the work the CRC is doing, as
Max had spoken to Larry the previous week. Max also mentioned that Larry is actively still seeking
funding and doing different things for the CRC, expressing appreciation for Larry's efforts.
The meeting concluded at approximately 8:01 PM
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