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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 (Figure 2). 

Overall, walleye abundance in our FWIN waters is excellent with most lakes containing 
good numbers of harvestable fish.  The average CPUE for all lakes in 2009 and 2010 
was 15 and 16 walleye per net, respectively.  In 2009 and 2010 approximately 51 
percent of the walleye collected from all lakes were over 14 inches.  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.   

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 nine years indicate 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. 

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 
exception of Scooteney Reservoir.  Lake whitefish were 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 
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Table 2. Walleye regulations for Washington FWIN Lakes (as of 2011). 

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. 

 
 
 

 
Figure 2. Trends in catch per unit effort of walleye collected during FWIN surveys for all lakes 
2002–2010. 
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Figure 3. Catch per unit effort (± 80% CI) of walleye for all FWIN surveys on Lake Roosevelt 
(FDR) from 2002–2010. 

 

 
Figure 4. Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Lake 
Roosevelt (FDR) 2009 and 2010 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all 
FWIN surveys on FDR from 2002–2010. 
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Figure 5. Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Lake Roosevelt (FDR) 
2009 and 2010 compared to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on FDR 
from 2002–2010. 

 

 
Figure 6. Length-at-age of walleye collected during FWIN on Lake Roosevelt (FDR) in 2009–
2010 compared to the Northern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on FDR and Banks Lake 
2002–2010.  
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Figure 7. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Lake Roosevelt (FDR) in 2009 
and 2010. 
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Figure 8.  Catch per unit effort (± 80% CI) of walleye for all FWIN surveys on Banks Lake from 
2002–2010.   

 

 
Figure 9.  Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on 
Banks Lake 2009 and 2010 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all FWIN 
surveys on Banks Lake from 2002–2010.    
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Figure 10.  Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Banks Lake 2009 and 
2010 compared to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Banks Lake 
from 2002–2010. 

 
Figure 11.  Length-at-age of walleye collected during FWIN on Banks Lake in 2009–2010 
compared to the Northern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on FDR and Banks Lake 
2002–2010.   
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Figure 12. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Banks Lake in 2009 and 
2010. 
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Figure 13. Catch per unit effort (± 80% CI) of walleye for all FWIN surveys on Moses Lake from 
2002–2010. 

 

 
Figure 14. Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on 
Moses Lake 2009 and 2010 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all FWIN 
surveys on Moses Lake from 2002-2010.    
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Figure 15. Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Moses Lake 2009 and 
2010 compared to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Moses Lake 
from 2002-2010. 

 

 
Figure 16. Length-at-age of walleye collected during FWIN on Moses Lake in 2009 and 2010 
compared to the Southern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on Moses Lake, Potholes 
Reservoir, and Scooteney Reservoir 2002–2010.   
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Figure 17. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Moses Lake in 2009 and 
2010. 
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Figure 18. Catch per unit effort (± 80% CI) of walleye for all FWIN surveys on Potholes 
Reservoir from 2002–2010.    

 

 
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 2009 
and 2010 compared to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Potholes 
Reservoir from 2002–2010. 

 

 
Figure 21. Length-at-age of walleye collected during FWIN on Potholes Reservoir in 2009 and 
2010 compared to the Southern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on Moses Lake, 
Potholes Reservoir, and Scooteney Reservoir 2002–2010.   

 

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 (%

)

Age

2009 AD

2010 AD

2002-2010 AAD

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

To
ta

l L
en

gt
h 

(In
ch

es
)

Age

2009

2010

Southern Lakes Avg.



20 
 

 
Figure 22. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Potholes Reservoir in 2009 
and 2010. 
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Figure 23. Catch per unit effort (± 80% CI) of walleye for all FWIN surveys on Scooteney 
Reservoir from 2002–2010. 

 
Figure 24. Percent length frequency distribution (LFD) of walleye collected during FWIN on 
Scooteney Reservoir 2009 and 2010 compared to the average length frequency (ALF) from all 
FWIN surveys on Scooteney Reservoir from 2002-2010.    
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Figure 25. Age distribution (AD) of walleye collected during FWIN on Scooteney Reservoir 2009 
and 2010 compared to the average age distribution (AAD) from all FWIN surveys on Scooteney 
Reservoir from 2002-2010.  

 
Figure 26. Length-at-age of walleye collected during FWIN on Scooteney Reservoir in 2009 and 
2010 compared to the Southern Lakes Average from all FWIN Surveys on Moses Lake, 
Potholes Reservoir, and Scooteney Reservoir 2002–2010.  
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Figure 27. Relative abundance of fishes collected during FWIN on Scooteney Reservoir in 2009 
and 2010. 
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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 we conduct 
FWIN surveys annually.  Below I address 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:  We set FWIN nets randomly in order to reduce any bias that could affect catch 
rates. We randomly select sites on each lake and then randomly select a depth stratum 
in which to set the net.  These depth strata are 6-15 feet deep and 15+ feet deep. 

Question 2. Is the 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.   

Question 3.  Is the 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. 

If you 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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