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Intrroductionn

Effectivee managemment of recreational fisheries requuires standaardized sammpling as wwell 
as the ability to manipulate fissh populatioons throughh managemment efforts..  In additioon, 
fisheriess managerss must undeerstand howw changes in biologicaal systems affect angleer 
participaation and suuccess. 

The Waashington Departmennt of Fishh and Wildlife 
(WDFWW) fisheries biologists, along withh Spokane and 
Colville tribal fishheries bioloogists beggan monitooring 
importannt walleye populations in Washington in 22002 
using Fall Waalleye Inndex Nettting (FWWIN) 
methodoologies. TThe FWINN methoddologies wwere 
developed in Ontario as a meeans of moonitoring a wwide 
variety oof biologicaal parameteers in walleeye populattions 
in a stanndardized ffashion. Fiisheries bioologists fromm WDFW cconduct FWWIN surveyys on 
five impportant walleye popuulations in eastern WWashingtonn (Figure 11) when wwater 
temperaatures are 50–59°F, a range aat which wwalleye are more equually distribbuted 
throughoout lakes. Sampling effort (i.e. nnets set peer lake) is bbased on laake size, oor the 
minimumm number oof nets needded to colleect 300 walleye (Tablee 1). 

The FWWIN nets aree 8-panel gill nets 200 feet long aand have a ccatch bias toward perccids 
(walleyee and perchh). Length aand weight data, as well as relative abundannce estimates, 
on otherr fish speciees are colleected and ppresented bbut may not be an accuurate 
represenntation of thhose populaations. Forr instance, llow numbers of largemmouth basss and 
bluegill ccaptured in a FWIN suurvey are noot a cause for concernn since thesse species are 
more efffectively sampled usinng a boat electrofisher.. In additioon, length avverages of 
smallmoouth bass collected in gill nets tennd to be higgher than thhose collectted via boaat 
electrofishing and mmust be inteerpreted acccordingly. 

We colleect length aand age datta on all waalleye whichh allow us too determinee the size 
distribution of the wwalleye poppulation, thee percentagge of harvesstable fish in the 
population and at wwhat age waalleye recruuit to the fisshery. Wallleye ages aare determined 

from otooliths, whichh provide a precise agge estimate . 
Oroliths are fish eaar bones, wwhich have ggrowth rings 
analogoous to growtth rings in aa tree.  It iss important to 
note thaat female waalleye typiccally grow faaster and 
larger thhan male wwalleye; howwever, femaales typicallly 
mature aat an older age than mmales (Figuure 2).  Thiss 
informattion becomes critical in systems wwith high 
harvest rates. Wallleye in Waashington wwaters are nnot 
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overharvested. In fact, walleye anglers are encouraged to harvest many more walleye 
than they currently do. This is particularly important in Lake Roosevelt, Moses Lake 
and Potholes Reservoir. Length and age data, when combined with abundance data, 
also help us determine if a change in regulations is necessary or if regulations are 
helping us meet our management goals (Table 2). 

The average number of walleye collected per net gives fisheries managers an accurate 
index of walleye population size.  Throughout this report we report this as catch per unit 
effort (CPUE ± 80% confidence intervals).  Abundance estimates, when examined over 
multiple years, reveal trends in populations and allow managers to make informed 
decisions on possible changes in angling regulations.  Significant declines in abundance 
may signal a need for more restrictive regulations; whereas, increases in abundance, or 
stable populations at high abundance, may indicate the need for more liberal 
regulations. 

Overall, walleye abundance in our FWIN waters is excellent with most lakes containing 
a high percentage of harvestable fish.  The average CPUE for all lakes in 2011 was 12 
walleye per net, and approximately 55 percent of the walleye collected from all lakes 
were over 14 inches. This is slightly higher than the percentage of walleye collected 
over 14 inches in 2010. Growth of walleye in Moses Lake, Potholes Reservoir, and 
Scooteney Reservoir was excellent with walleye reaching 16 inches by fall of their 
second year. Growth of walleye in Banks Lake and FDR was slightly slower with 
walleye reaching 16 inches by fall of their third and fourth year, respectively.  Anglers in 
search of larger walleye (> 18 inches) should visit Banks Lake, Moses Lake, and 
Potholes Reservoir. 

In speaking to many anglers and fishing clubs we have found that there is a strong 
catch-and-release mentality among many angler groups. Our data on walleye 
populations over the past ten years indicates that our populations can endure more 
harvest. In fact, in 2006 we raised the daily limit to 8 walleye per day on Lake 
Roosevelt, Potholes Reservoir, and Moses Lake.  Unfortunately, few anglers took 
advantage of this as the results from our two year creel survey on Potholes Reservoir 
and Moses Lake indicated that very few anglers ever retained a limit of walleye.  We 
would like to take this opportunity to encourage anglers to harvest more walleye as too 
many walleye in a population can have a negative impact on the rest of the fish 
community, which will in turn negatively impact the walleye population, as they begin to 
run out of food. 

Besides walleye, yellow perch, smallmouth bass and lake whitefish were abundant in 
several of our FWIN lakes. Yellow perch populations are quite cyclical; however, perch 
fishing on Banks Lake and Moses Lake can be excellent at times.  Smallmouth bass are 
abundant, and anglers report excellent fishing for them on all our FWIN lakes with the 
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exception of Scooteney Reservoir. Lake whitefish are abundant on FDR, Banks Lake, 
and Potholes Reservoir, yet are underutilized by most angler groups.  There is a small, 
but dedicated, group of wintertime lake whitefish anglers on Banks Lake who target 
whitefish under the ice. We are trying to encourage anglers to diversify their angling 
experiences by fishing for, and harvesting, more lake whitefish.  

This report serves as a status update on major walleye fisheries in Washington and also 
as an informational guide on other fisheries in these lakes. For further details on the 
FWIN surveys conducted on various waters please contact the following regional 
warmwater fisheries biologists. 

Lake Roosevelt and Scooteney 
Reservoir 

Marc Divens or Randall Osborne 
WDFW Region One 
2315 North Discovery Place 
Spokane Valley, WA 99216-1566 
(509) 892-1001 

Banks Lake, Moses Lake, and 
Potholes Reservoir 

Marc Petersen or Mike Schmuck 
WDFW Region Two 
1550 Alder Street NW 
Ephrata, WA 98823 
(509) 754-4546 x222 or x227 
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Table 1. RRecommendeed minimum nnumber of nett sets for FWIIN surveys baased on lake ssurface area. 
Waater Body Surface Arrea (Hectarres) Minimumm number of net setss 

<200 8 
201—5000 SScooteney 12 

501—10000 14 
1001—20000 MMoses* 18 
2001—30000 22 
3000—50000 28 

55001—10,0 00 PPotholes* 36 
100,001—20,0000 BBanks 48 

>20,000 FFDR 150 
*Typicaally reach bbiological threshold (3000 walleye) before minnimum net nnumber. 

Figure 1. Map of FWIN lakes in Waashington.  
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Table 2. Walleye regulations for Washington FWIN lakes (as of spring 2012). 

Lake Season Rule 

Lake Roosevelt Year-round No Min. Size, Daily limit 8, only 1 over 22” may be retained. 

Banks Lake Year-round Min. Size 16”, Daily limit 5, only 1 over 22” may be retained. 

Moses Lake Year-round Min. Size 12”, Daily limit 8, only 1 over 22” may be retained. 

Potholes Reservoir Year-round Min. Size 12”, Daily limit 8, only 1 over 22” may be retained. 

Scooteney Reservoir Year-round Min. Size 12”, Daily limit 5, only 1 over 22” may be retained. 
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Figure 2.  Average length-at-age (± 80%CI) (solid lines) and average age at maturity (dashed lines) of 
walleye collected during FWIN surveys on five Washington lakes from 2002–2011. 

5 



 

   

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

Lake Roosevelt ((FDR) 

bly from 2010 when appproximately 21 perceent of 

Walleye CPUE froom FWIN surveys on 
Lake Rooosevelt (20002–2011) varied fromm 
3.6–7.6 walleye peer net with an average 
of 5.3 for all yeaars (Figuree 3). The 
averagee length off walleye ccollected in 
2011 waas 14 inchees and corresponds to 
walleye 2–3 years of age (Figure 4 and 
5). This is consisstent with tthe average 
length oof walleye collected ffrom 2002–– 
2011. OOnly 10 peercent of tthe walleye 
collectedd in 2011 wwere at leasst 16 inches 
(a size at which mmost angleers begin to 
retain walleye). Thhis is down considerab 
the walleeye collecteed were at least 16 innches. In 22011 approxximately 755 percent oof the 
walleye collected in Lake Rooosevelt wwere 12–14  inches whhich shouldd provide ggood 
angling opportunities for slighhtly smallerr walleye. Length-at-aage of wallleye age 0 to 5 
collectedd during 20011 was sligghtly lowerr that the loong term noorthern lakees average with 
walleye reaching 16 inches bby age-4. LLength-at-aage of olderr walleye fl uctuated wwidely 
from year to year and showed no consistent trennd. Thesee data indiccate not onnly a 
growing walleye poopulation in  Lake Roossevelt, but specificallyy, a growingg number of fish 
in the two to threee-year agee-class (122-16 inchess). This is raising cconcerns aabout 
predatioon impacts to kokaneee and nattive redbannd rainboww trout. BBecause off this 
concern, WDFW wwill proposee liberalizinng the anggling regulaations on wwalleye in Lake 
Rooseveelt and encourage angglers to harvvest more ffish under 116 inches. 

Besides  walleye, n umerous otther game ffish speciess were colleected durinng the 2011 
FWIN suurvey on Laake Roosevvelt, and annglers can eexpect to finnd diverse ffishing 
opportunnities.  Smaallmouth baass, burbot, and lake wwhitefish doominated thhe catch in 22011 
while othher speciess ranged in abundancee from 1 to 5 percent oof the total catch (Figuure 
7). Althoough in loww abundancce, rainbow trout, easteern brook trout, brownn trout and 
kokaneee were also collected dduring this ssurvey. In aaddition, wee also colleected one 
northernn pike. Desspite the facct that angleers have reeported catcching northern pike in 
Lake Rooosevelt thiss is the firstt northern ppike collecteed by WDFFW biologists. Other ggood 
game fissh opportunnities in FD yellow perchh, burbot annd lake whiR include y itefish. Lakke 
whitefishh are underrutilized in aall lakes in Washington in which tthey residee, but they aare 
fun to caatch and maake very goood table faare. 
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There are numerous access points along the 125 mile length of FDR on both sides.  
They are owned and operated by state, city, county and federal agencies, along with 
tribes and private businesses. There are both boat ramps and good shore angling 
opportunities. There are also numerous campgrounds, resorts and RV parking. 
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Figure 3.  Average (± 80% CI) number of walleye captured per net (CPUE) for all FWIN surveys on Lake 
Roosevelt (FDR) from 2002–2011 (Horizontal dashed line represents the average CPUE for all years 
2002–2011). 
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Figure 4. Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Lake 
Roosevelt (FDR) in 2011 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all FWIN surveys on FDR 
from 2002–2011. 
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Figure 5. Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Lake Roosevelt (FDR) in 2011 
compared to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on FDR from 2002–2011. 
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Figure 6. Length-at-age (± 80% CI) of walleye collected during FWIN on Lake Roosevelt (FDR) in 2011 
compared to the Northern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on FDR and Banks Lake 2002–2011. 
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Figure 7. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Lake Roosevelt (FDR) in 2011. 
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Banks Lakee

The CPPUE of wal leye from FWIN survveys 
on Bankks Lake (20002–2011) varied fromm 2– 
6.4 walleye per neet, with an average off 3.8 
for all years (Figure 8).  TThe CPUEE of 
walleye collected inn 2011 wass the highesst of 
all yearss (2002–2011) and waas likely duue to 
the drawwdown of BBanks Lakee that occurred 
during 22011 whichh congregaated fish intto a 
smaller area. Wallleye averaaged 17 incches 
in 2011 which correesponded to walleye 
age 3 annd 4 (Figuree 9, 11). Approximateely 70 perceent of the wwalleye colleected in 2011 
were at least 16 incches and approximateely 42 perceent of the wwalleye colleected were at 
least 18 inches, whhich is conssiderably higgher than thhe long termm average (2002–2011) 
and mayy be a predictor of goood walleye pproduction in 2012 and 2013 (Figgure 10). 
Length-aat-age of wwalleye colleected on Baanks Lake i n 2011 wass higher thaan the northhern 
lakes avverage with walleye reaching 16 inches by aage-2 (Figure 11). Oveerall, the Baanks 
Lake waalleye population appeears to be reelatively staable, if not iincreasing slightly, andd 
should pprovide angglers with exxcellent anggling opporrtunity in 20012, especially for largger 
fish. 

Besides  walleye, n umerous otther game ffish speciess were colleected durinng our 2011 
FWIN suurvey on Baanks Lake. Lake whiteefish and yeellow perchh dominatedd the catch in 
2011 whhile other sppecies rangged in abunndance fromm 1 to 10 peercent of the total catcch 
(Figure 12). Despite their abuundance, laarge size (avverage weiight 3 pounds in 2011)), 
and palaatability, feww anglers eexploit lake whitefish inn Banks Lake. Lake wwhitefish aree 
targetedd by a smalll group of ddedicated anglers in faall and winteer. Similar to FDR, Baanks 
Lake is aan importannt smallmouuth, and larrgemouth bbass fisheryy hosting seeveral basss 
tournamments each year. Whilee not known for trophyy smallmouuth bass Baanks Lake hhosts 
a healthy, consistent smallmoouth bass fisshery. Bannks Lake alsso containss very goodd 
opportunnities for yeellow perch, rainbow trrout, black ccrappie andd kokanee. 

Banks LLake has nuumerous acccess pointss for launchhing boats aand shore aangling alonng 
its 25 mile length. The towns of Coulee CCity and Electric City aat its south and north 
ends, reespectively, offer lodginng as well aas city-ownned parks wwith water access. 
Steambooat Rock State Park ooffers camp ing, trailer aand RV hoook-ups as wwell as 
excellenntly maintainned boat raamps, shoree angling annd it surrouunds the “Devil’s Puncch 
Bowl”, wwhich has v ery good laargemouth bbass and black crappi ie habitat. 

11 



 

 

 

 

 

 

0 

2 

4 

6 

8 

10 

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 

W
al

le
ye

 p
er

 n
et

 

Year 

Figure 8. Average (± 80% CI) number of walleye captured per net (CPUE) for all FWIN surveys on 
Banks Lake from 2002–2011 (Horizontal line represents the average CPUE for all years 2002–2011). 
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Figure 9. Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Banks Lake 
2011 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all FWIN surveys on Banks Lake from 2002– 
2011. 
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Figure 10.  Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Banks Lake 2011 compared to the 
average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Banks Lake from 2002–2011. 

0 

5 

10 

15 

20 

25 

30 

35 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

To
ta

l L
en

gt
h 

(In
ch

es
) 

Age 

2011 Banks Lake Walleye 

Northern Lakes Average 2002–2011 

Figure 11. Length-at-age (± 80% CI) of walleye collected during FWIN on Banks Lake in 2011 compared 
to the Northern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on FDR and Banks Lake 2002–2011.  
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Figure 12. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Banks Lake in 2011. 
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Mooses Lakee

Walleye CPUE inn Moses LLake declinned 
slightly from 2010 to 2011 aand has beeen 
below thhe long term averagee (33 walleeye 
per nett) since 22008. Fromm 2003–20007 
walleye CPUE varried from 332–41 walleeye 
per net, and from 22008–2011  CPUE varried 
from 19––27 walleyye per net. Despite theese 
decliness in CPUEE the aveerage walleeye 
CPUE in Moses LLake is higgher than aany 
other FWWIN lake in Washingtoon (Figure 113). 
Approximmately 72%% of the walleye colleccted 
in 2011 were at least 16 inches whhich 
correspoonds to waalleye age--2 and aboove 
(Figure 14,16), andd should prrovide angllers 
with plennty of oppoortunity to hharvest wallleye in 2012. Growth  of walleyee in Moses Lake 
was excceptional wwith walleyee reaching 16 inches by fall of their second year (Agge-1). 
Figure 116 shows leength-at-age of walleyye in Mosess Lake beinng below avverage, butt this 
is simplyy do to a smmall samplee size of thoose age claasses and iss no cause for concernn. 

In addition to walleyye, yellow pperch dominated the ccatch in 20111 (Figure 17). For yeears 
Moses LLake has beeen a popular walleye and smallmmouth basss fishery; hoowever, in 
recent yyears Mosess Lake has become a well respeccted largemmouth bass fishery with 
anglers reporting catches of laargemouth bass weighhing 8–10 ppounds. Peerch fishingg can 
be quite good on MMoses Lakee, especiallyy during winnter, througgh the ice. Some anglers 
also targget commonn carp with both hook and line annd bow andd arrow. Mooses Lake has 
one of thhe most abundant commmon carp populationss in the staate and theyy can be booth 
challengging to catch on hook aand line and put up a ffierce fight.. 

There arre five public boat launnches on MMoses Lakee. The city oof Moses LLake offers 
lodging and two city-owned paarks with booat ramps aand docks. In additionn to water 
access tthese parkss offer grass day-use aareas with ppicnic tablees. Cascadde Park alsoo 
has cammping facilitiies and boaat mooragee. 
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Figure 13. Average (± 80% CI) number of walleye captured per net (CPUE) for all FWIN surveys on 
Moses Lake from 2002–2011 (Horizontal line represents the average CPUE for all years 2002–2011).
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Figure 14. Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Moses Lake 
2011 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all FWIN surveys on Moses Lake from 2002– 
2011. 
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Figure 15. Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Moses Lake 2011 compared to the 
average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Moses Lake from 2002–2011. 
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Figure 16. Length-at-age (± 80% CI) of walleye collected during FWIN on Moses Lake in 2011 compared 
to the Southern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on Moses Lake, Potholes Reservoir, and 
Scooteney Reservoir 2002–2011.   
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Figure 17. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Moses Lake in 2011. 
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Potholles Reservvoir

The CPPUE of walleye from FWIN survveys 
on Pootholes RReservoir has varied 
considerrably over the years. In 2002 the 
CPUE averaged 40 walleeye per net; 
whereass, in 20111 it averaaged only 12 
walleye per net (FFigure 18). The average 
size of walleye coollected in 2011 was 16 
inches ( Figure 19) and corressponds to aage­
2 walleyye (Figure 21). This wwas consisttent 
with thee long-termm average (2002-2011). 
Approximmately 56 percent oof the walleye 
collectedd in 2011 wwere at leaast 16 inchhes, 
and appproximately 47 percennt of the waalleye colle ected were at least 188 inches. These 
data indicate very ggood anglinng opportunnities (Figu re 20). Thee abundancce of age 1 1 and 
2 walleyye in Pothooles Reserrvoir shouldd be a booon for angglers in 2012 (Figure 20). 
Potholess walleye hhave one off the fastesst growth raates in Wasshington with fish reacching 
16 inchees betweenn age 1 andd 2 (Figure 21). Lenggth-at-age oof walleye aage 1-7 waas at, 
or nearr, the soutthern lakess average..  Length--at-age of older walleye fluctuuated 
somewhhat, likely ddue to the small sammple size oof older fissh (Figure 21). Pothholes 
Reservooir should provide angllers with exxcellent oppportunities ffor large waalleye in 20012. 

In addition to walleyye, lake whhitefish weree abundantt in our sammples. Unfoortunately, 
despite ttheir abunddance, largee size (averrage weight 3 pounds in 2011), aand palatabbility, 
few anglers exploit lake whiteffish in Pothholes Reserrvoir. Lake whitefish a re a populaar 
game fissh in the Miidwest and is the mostt economiccally valuable freshwatter species of 
the Greaat Lakes whhere anglerrs often targget them in January annd Februarry. 

While Pootholes Resservoir is wwidely recoggnized as a world class walleye fiishery it is aalso 
one of thhe most popular bass fisheries (ssmallmouth and largemmouth) in WWashington. 
Smallmoouth bass fishing can be very goood along the face of OO’Sullivan DDam and in Lind 
Coulee.  Excellent largemouthh bass fishing can be ffound in thee sand dunes at the noorth 
end of thhe reservoir. Black craappie fishinng is populaar in the sand dunes oof Potholes 
Reservooir as well aas along thee docks at MMardon Ressort. Pothooles Reservvoir is the hhome 
of Pothooles State PPark and Maardon Resoort. Both offfer water acccess for boat launching 
and shore fishing, aas well as ccamping annd RV hookk-ups. Marddon Resort also offerss 
cabin rental and a sstore that ssells a wide variety of ffishing suppplies. Bothh facilities are in 
close proximity to the desert laakes and chain lakes ddirectly adjacent to thee south side of 
Potholess Reservoirr where angglers can finnd numerouus opportunnities for waalleye and bass 
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fishing as well as trout and panfish. Those lakes are relatively small and offer very good 
shore access for fishing. 
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Figure 18. Average (± 80% CI) number of walleye captured per net (CPUE) for all FWIN surveys on 
Potholes Reservoir from 2002–2011 (Horizontal line represents the average CPUE for all years 2002– 
2011). 
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Figure 19.  Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Potholes 
Reservoir 2009 and 2010 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all FWIN surveys on 
Potholes Reservoir from 2002–2010.   
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Figure 20. Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Potholes Reservoir 2011 compared 
to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Potholes Reservoir from 2002–2011. 
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Figure 21. Length-at-age (± 80% CI) of walleye collected during FWIN on Potholes Reservoir in 2011 
compared to the Southern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on Moses Lake, Potholes Reservoir, 
and Scooteney Reservoir 2002–2011.   
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Figure 22. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Potholes Reservoir in 2011. 
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Scootenney Reservoir 

The CPUE of walleye in Scooteney 
Reservooir has beeen the mostt stable of the 
three ssouthern FWIN lakes (Mosses, 
Potholess, Scootenney) (Figuree 23) despite 
the fact that walleyye CPUE ddropped to 14 
walleye per net in 2011. Thee average ssize 
of walleyye collectedd in 2011 wwas 14 inchhes, 
which iis consisteent with tthe long-teerm 
averagee. Most walleye coollected wwere 
betweenn 12 and 166 inches (Fiigure 24). TThis 
correspoonds to wallleye 1 and 2 years of 
age (Figgure 25 andd 26). On aaverage, 288 percent off the walleyye collected during FWWIN 
surveys (2002-2011) were ≥ 116 inches (tthe length aat which moost anglers begin to reetain 
walleye)). In 2011, this percenntage droppped slightly to 25 perceent. While Scooteneyy 
Reservooir has a loww percentagge of large walleye (att least 18 innches) angllers should find 
excellennt opportuniities for 12--16 inch waalleye.  Lenggth-at-age oof walleye iin Scooteneey 
reservoir was beloww the southhern lakes aaverage forr most age cclasses, with walleye 
reachingg 16 inchess by age 2-33. (Figure 226) 

In addition to walleyye, yellow pperch dominated the ccatch in ourr 2011 FWIN survey oof 
Scootenney Reservooir. Abundaant yellow pperch in waalleye lakess has been linked to loower 
catch rates for wall eye anglerss. This is likkely due to the fact thaat yellow peerch are 
favored forage of wwalleye and  when walleeye are sattiated with pperch they are less likkely 
to take aan angler’s offering. TTwelve otheer species wwere collectted; howevver, none 
represennted more tthan 6 perccent of the ttotal catch, although thhere are veery good 
opportunnities for soome larger yyellow percch, along with smallmoouth and larrgemouth bbass, 
black craappie and, once againn, lake whiteefish. 

Water access is pleentiful at Sccooteney RReservoir, wwith abundaant shore fisshing and 
several boat rampss, including a double ppaved rampp with a launnching floatt at the Burreau 
of Reclaamation parrk. That park also hass a meticuloously maintaained grasssy day-use 
area with picnic tabbles, overnight campinng and RV hhook-ups. 
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Figure 23. Average (± 80% CI) number of walleye captured per net (CPUE) for all FWIN surveys on 
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Scooteney Reservoir from 2002–2011. (Horizontal line represents the average CPUE for all years 2002– 
2011). 
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Figure 24. Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Scooteney 
Reservoir 2011 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all FWIN surveys on Scooteney 
Reservoir from 2002–2011. 
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Figure 25. Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Scooteney Reservoir in 2011 
compared to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Scooteney Reservoir from 
2002–2011. 
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Figure 26. Length-at-age (± 80% CI) of walleye collected during FWIN on Scooteney Reservoir in 2011 
compared to the Southern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on Moses Lake, Potholes Reservoir, 
and Scooteney Reservoir 2002–2011. 
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Figure 27.  Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Scooteney Reservoir in 2011. 
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Frequently Asked Questions 

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife fisheries biologists, along with Spokane 
and Colville tribal biologists have been conducting FWIN surveys on the five lakes 
mentioned in this report since 2002. Despite the longevity of this project there is a 
significant amount of misunderstanding concerning what FWIN is, and why the surveys 
are conducted annually.  Below are the most prevalent questions anglers have 
concerning FWIN. 

Question 1. Are FWIN nets set in the “good locations” to catch the largest number 
of fish? 

Answer: The FWIN nets are randomly placed in order to reduce any bias that could 
affect catch rates.  

Question 2. Is WDFW killing too many walleye in Lake X with their nets? 

Answer: In most cases we collect 300 or fewer walleye from each lake.  This 
represents much less than 1% of the entire population of walleye in the lake and is the 
equivalent of 300 anglers harvesting one more walleye over the course of a year.  In 
addition, natural mortality rates far exceed that of angling mortality and are an indication 
that these populations can undergo much more harvest.   

Question 3. Is FWIN sampling used to see what the walleye are eating? 

Answer: Our FWIN sampling is conducted to monitor changes in relative abundance 
of walleye from year to year, walleye growth, condition, and fecundity.  While we do get 
an indication of what walleye are eating while collecting other information we do not 
make note of it as fish often regurgitate when caught in gill nets and diet information 
taken from these fish is often unreliable. 

If you are interested in volunteer opportunities, have questions about our FWIN surveys 
or would like additional copies of this report please contact the following regional 
warmwater fisheries biologists. 

Lake Roosevelt and Scooteney 
Reservoir 

Marc Divens or Randall Osborne 
WDFW Region One 
2315 North Discovery Place 
Spokane Valley, WA 99216-1566 
(509) 892-1001 

Banks Lake, Moses Lake, and 
Potholes Reservoir 

Marc Petersen or Mike Schmuck 
WDFW Region Two 
1550 Alder Street NW 
Ephrata, WA 98823 
(509) 754-4546 x222 or x227 
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