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other streams in the state, which really has the poten-
tial for higher run sizes. It is the WSC’s intention
that successful and robust steelhead management
plans will be developed and implemented by the co-
managers and for accountability in managing for
wild steelhead abundance will be the management
priority rather than running second to harvest and
further depletion. We challenge that, if made as pri-
ority and followed, management plans will be ap-
plied on a river-by-river basis. We also hope the
WDFW and sports anglers will do the right thing
and not allow our own self interest get in the way.

The WSC has also submitted compelling proposals
to the WDFW Major Rules Cycle and many were
accepted. These included prohibiting wild steelhead
retention November through February to add protec-
tion to the early run of wild steelhead. There are also
proposals for additional protection of resident rain-
bow trout, laying the groundwork for creating Wild
Salmonid Management Zones on various rivers, and
calling for an early hatchery fish closure on streams
not meeting wild escapement goals by February 16.
As a wild steelhead advocate please review these
new proposals at: http://wdfw.wa.gov/fish/regs/

rule proposals/sportfishing_rule proposals 2010-
12.pdf. Please send in your comments by December
1*" Also, plan to testify at the Commission hearing
in Olympia, WA on December 5™, I will and other
members of the board will see you there.

The WSC has also decided to invest in steelhead sci-
ence through a scholarship program. (See article in
this issue) This year we awarded a $5000 scholar-
ship to Megan Atcheson, a graduate student with the
UW School of Fisheries. Megan will be conducting
research on climate change, feeding habits and
growth of steelhead in the marine environment. Con-
gratulations as well to Sewall Young, also a graduate
student with UW School of Fisheries, who received
$2000 for his research on marine distribution and
ecology for steelhead environments.

On a final quick note, I would like to welcome two
new Board members. Nathan Keen will be taking
over as Treasurer, bringing his accounting back-

ground to the position as we grow. Brian Bennett
will become our VP of Fundraising and has been an
invaluable partner with Patagonia. I want to thank
Bob Young who is stepping down as Treasurer to
become more involved politically on behalf of the
WSC. I would also like to thank Nate Mantua for his
service on the Board. I can’t say enough about
Nate’s credibility and wise counsel that has helped
bring so many positive changes for wild steelhead
conservation. Nate will move on to serve in an active
Trustee position as he transition into fatherhood,
congrats Nate. We are also working on two addi-
tional Trustee positions. We hope to reestablish our
successful collaboration with American Rivers and
are also looking for a candidate with a strong back-
ground in non-profit organizational development.

In closing, I would like to leave off with the follow-
ing statement from our friend Jeff Bright, who wrote
this piece on his website, titled “Save Wild Steel-
head.” Although it starts with the question what is
steelhead fly angler, I believe it applies to whatever
angling method you prefer:

Save Wild Steelhead
“What is a "steelhead flyfisher ' ? In this age of
compromised rivers and diminishing habitat a
steelhead flyfisher is not merely an angler who pur-
sues sea-run rainbow trout with a fly, but one also
Sfully committed to the preservation and protection
of wild steelhead and their rivers. This commitment
includes a desire to become educated on issues af-
fecting the health of wild steelhead. It means be-
coming a citizen and steward of the Pacific North-
west, writing letters to agencies and officials, mak-
ing your voice heard, speaking for the fish, and
contributing money to vital efforts. It means care-
Sfully weighing your consumer and political choices
and evaluating the impact they may have on the
ecology of anadromous rivers -- not only locally,
but regionally as well. More than anything, it
means rolling up your sleeves to help, in any way
you can, with the fight to save wild steelhead.” -
Jeff Bright

Wild Steelhead Coalition
Rich Simms
President







A Second Status Report on the Hoh
River Management Issues by Dick Burge

Two years ago the WSC decided to make the Hoh
River winter wild steelhead run a pilot case to work on
broad legal and biological management changes. You
have probably read some of the background information
on the Hoh issues in the Osprey™ or Salmon Trout Steel-
head** so [ will not repeat it here. There are two major
issues that the WSC is challenging on the Hoh River: the
need for annual management plans before any fishing
begins, and receiving our annual allocation (half the num-
ber of fish deemed harvestable by the state and tribal co-
managers) dedicated to increasing the spawning popula-
tion. By no means are these the only issues on the Hoh
and other coastal rivers but they need solutions to initiate
improved scientific management. Management plans
completed before fishing are clearly required by the post
Boldt (1974 US v Washington case) court orders of 1975
through 1980 to assure stock conservation is in place.
The WSC led the battle to the Fish and Wildlife Commis-
sion to save the states allocation of wild fish for rebuild-
ing the spawning population and a buffer for over harvest
rather than continuing sport harvest of those fish. The
Koenings (past director of WDFW) administration de-
cided to exchange our wild fish savings with the coastal
tribes for commercial crab and salmon rather than allow
them to spawn. Thus, in the past our conservation efforts
were thwarted by a harvest oriented WDFW Director.

I began working with the WDFW Steelhead and Cut-
throat Public Advisory Group (SCPAG) to resolve these
two problems. In 2008 we sent two letters to Director
Koenings asking for change on these issues. His admini-
stration responded stating they understood the court or-
ders and that management plans were desirable but not
required. The SCPAG responded, quoting the post Boldt
court orders that established the requirement for these
plans. The Director did not respond to this communica-
tions or to the request for equal allocation and many other
Hoh river management issues that needed attention and
change.

In the spring of this year, Phil Anderson was ap-
pointed acting WDFW Director. Director Anderson at-
tended a SCPAG meeting. We told him the SCPAG ad-
vice had been largely ignored by the previous administra-
tion and we felt that we had been used as a rubber stamp
for many WDFW initiatives in the past. I mentioned that
we needed resolution to the main two major issues and he
stated that he believed they can be solved by what goes
into the in annual management plans. This answer was
probably not going to solve the major two issues or redi-
rect the state towards improving management. At this

point I teamed with two other members of the SCPAG,
Frank Urabeck and Hal Boyngton, and we met with sev-
eral members of the CCA. We obtained advice from two
highly qualified individuals, a retired attorney formerly
involved in state law cases, and a member of the post
Boldt court advisory team. The advice of both these indi-
viduals was that in fact the post Boldt orders did specify
the legal need for pre fishing management plans and that
we should also continue to seek our allocation for conser-
vation reasons.

This group then sent a letter to Acting Director Ander-
son stating that we intended to take the “need for man-
agement plans” issue to the Attorney Generals office
unless he was willing to meet with us and resolve our
concerns. Director Anderson turned the matter over to
Jim Scott who had recently been appointed as an Assis-
tant Director heading up the Departments Fish Program.
We set up a meeting and we agreed that we (the SCPAG
and the WDFW) “have many shared values including
conservation and long-term health of the wild steelhead
runs, on the importance of viable opportunities for stake-
holder input and the importance of ensuring that pre-
season forecasts of abundance are completed and man-
agement objectives are defined in a timely fashion”. Our
concerns were further outlined with three broad written
statements that would:

1. Assure steelhead data and management objectives are
publicly accessible and shared with stakeholders,

2. Improve the scientific basis of steelhead management
including a) conducting basic scientific research, b) ap-
plying the best scientific principles to fishery manage-
ment, i.e., assuring diversity, abundance, distribution and
productivity needs are incorporated in fishery manage-
ment in the future including all sources of mortality in
run reconstructions. The run reconstruction is the process
of compiling the total run each year from those fish that
spawn, the fish that were harvested and those that died
from incidental mortalities such as net drop out and sport
catch and release.

3. Increased opportunity of stakeholders to provide
meaningful input on annual steelhead management plans.

We agreed that four pilot rivers were necessary the first
year to work out the timing kinks and the co-management
problems of getting plans completed and signed earlier,
and working through changes in management. The four
rivers included the Hoh, the Quillayute, the Green and the
Puyallup. We then developed a schedule for completing
annual management plans in a timely manner before fish-
(Continued on page 5)




(Continued from page 4)
ing starts. Some of the timelines of this schedule include:

1. Sept. 1 A Straw man management plan(s) is com-
pleted by WDFW and distributed to the SCPAG

2. Sept. 15 SCPAG teams meet with WDFW staff with
their recommend changes/additions to the straw man

3. Sept. 22 SCPAG meeting with WDFW managers to
discuss their suggested changes

4. Nov. 11 WDFW meets with tribe (s) for initial tech-
nical discussions

5. Nov. 13 WDFW reports and consults with SCPAG
teams

6. Nov. 15 WDFW meets with tribe to finalize plans.

The September 22 meeting with WDFW managers was
well attended by WDFW managers and the SCPAG
teams presented suggestions for changes/additions to the
four plans. The draft plans (the straw man) were, as nor-
mal, quite limited in scope and information but included
all of the information required in the post Boldt court or-
ders. The draft plans prescribed equal allocations and we
complimented the managers in agreeing with our long
time recommendation on this. We discussed the informa-
tion that the SCPAG was recommending to be included
in the plans:

1. Escapement Buffers (an Error Term). A number
subtracted from the projected run size to guard against
over harvest that is based on differences of actual run size
and the pre-season run projections over the last 5 years.

2. Incidental Mortality Rates. Here we recommended
place holders (numbers from the literature on steelhead
and salmon that should be used until studies determine
the actual values for Washington steelhead fisheries) for
the various types of incidental mortality including 10%
for sport catch and released, 8% for net drop out and 2%
for marine mammal take from the nets. We recom-
mended new studies that examined those rates and the
unrecorded harvests of both sport and tribal fisheries.

3. Abundance and Productivity Studies. We recom-
mended riverine productivity studies to provide current
information to model escapement goals. This work
should be done on each watershed and include intensive
surveys of spawners and late parr (pre-smolts) production

as done in previous studies by WDFW that was published
in 1985. The difference would be that these surveys
would be made annually over the next decade or two.

The information would add to the WDFW data bank from
the previous study and be used to model needed escape-
ments. These studies would require the states full alloca-
tion reaching the spawning grounds to provide the varia-
tion in escapements needed to measure productivity at
different spawner levels.

The late parr survey information would also be valuable
in improving the data used to estimate annual runs.

4. Protecting Diversity and the other VSP characteris-
tics.

The SCPAG recommended wild fish catch and release
fisheries during the period of November through Febru-
ary 16 to start a rebuilding process of the early run. This
was also a WSC proposal for a 2010/2012 regulation
change. We also stated that the commercial fishery
should explore selective fishing methods to release their
catch of early fish. We also recommended catch and re-
lease and selective fishing for rainbow trout, the resident
form of steelhead; and improving spawner distribution in
depleted tributaries and sections of main stem rivers
through area closures.

This is the status of where the WSC and the SCPAG are
today in resolving wild steelhead issues, using the Hoh
River and three other wild steelhead rivers/management
plans as a template. To date we have not heard back
from the state managers on their progress of working
with the tribes or of any problems that have surfaced.
But clearly we have made considerable progress working
with the new Director Anderson and his staff. I’ll keep
you posted as we work through the process and the plans
this year. The wheels of government are slow and very
frustrating to work with but possibly we have made a
break through and a real beginning to save wild steel-
head.

*The Osprey, Issue # 62. A Newsletter Published by the
Steelhead Committee of the Federation of Fly fishers.
Hoh River Wild Steelhead: Is an Endangered Species Act
Listing in their Future? By Richard Burge, Wild Steel-
head Coalition.

**Salmon Trout Steelhead, April 2009. pp. 34-41. Hoh
River Wild steelhead. By Richard Burge.




September 10, 2009
TO: Washington Fish and Wildlife Commission

SUBJECT: A NEW PERSPECTIVE ON THE
PROCESS FOR PRODUCING A HATCHERY
REFORM POLICY

The Wild Steelhead Coalition and the Washington
Council of Trout Unlimited fully support the Com-
mission’s move towards hatchery reform, and we
applaud your efforts to move this policy forward
within an open and transparent process.

Our work with the various hatchery Reform Policy
Drafts has caused us to reconsider the cause and ef-
fect relationship between hatchery reform and the
decline of our wild stocks. The crash of wild fish
populations and ESA listings caused the first public
confrontation with the problems created by hatcher-
ies and over harvest. Until then, many reasonable
people were unable to see or accept those realities.
We accept the fact that hatcheries will continue to be
necessary in any foreseeable future but have come to
feel that hatchery reform should be directly driven
by the necessities of recovering our wild stocks, and
that a good hatchery reform policy should be contin-
gent on a well framed WILD FISH RECOVERY
POLICY. We don’t have a recovery policy in place
and it is reasonable to ask the question of why we
are moving ahead with hatchery reform planning
without one. If you accept the idea that hatchery
policies should flow out of our priorities for recover-
ing (and conserving) wild fish, hatchery reform
should then be contingent upon our recovery goals.
Without comprehensive recovery goals in place,
there is a strong possibility that many hatchery re-
form solutions will be done on an ad hoc basis and
quite likely will be shaped by user group pressures
rather than good science. With this in mind, we think
that we should now put into place the pieces of
hatchery reform that are self evident and easily done
with the resources at hand.

In many respects, our hatchery programs have be-
come a way of living beyond our means that suggest
abundance, a word that often appears in the Policy
Draft, but instead distort the natural resource econ-
omy with the consequent loss of our real capital, the
wild fish. Creating a WILD FISH RECOVERY
POLICY may drive hatchery reform priorities in
some new and different directions but will have the
advantage of clearly indicating when and where we
are living beyond our means and give clearer direc-

tion to hatchery reform. We think that the Commis-
sion is fortunate that for the first time in its relatively
short history it has broad public support in the form
of a clear cut mandate for fisheries reform. A WILD
FISH RECOVERY POLICY is an important next
step that ideally should be coordinated with hatchery
reform. We urge first that the current Hatchery Re-
form Policy document be adopted with modifica-
tions to make it more specific as an interim policy.
As a part of that process, the Commission might di-
rect the Department to begin work on a WILD FISH
RECOVERY POLICY which would then become
the guiding document for all fisheries reform initia-
tives.

In line with that, we would suggest that the public
interest would be best served by extending the public
review and comment process on the current Draft
Hatchery Reform Proposal until your next regularly
scheduled meeting. Soliciting more comment while
considering this as a potentially interim policy
would contribute materially to a more specific and
effective outcome for what is one of the most impor-
tant pieces of public fisheries policy in this state in
recent years. There is an old proverb to the effect of
what is made with time, time respects. We think that
applies here.

Dick Burge
Vice President for Conservation
Wild Steelhead Coalition

Paul Sparks
Vice President for Conservation

Washington Council of Trout Unlimited
Attachments:

1. Wild Steelhead Coalition comments on the
Hatchery Reform Policy Proposal draft

2. Washington Council of Trout Unlimited com-
ments on the Hatchery Reform Policy draft

3. Joint Wild Steelhead Coalition and Trout Unlim-
ited comments on the Hatchery Reform Proposal
Draft#4
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Experts Weigh In

On Salmon Crisis

Opinions differ on what’s wrong and what should be done to fix the problems

Salmon, steelhead face a litany of problems. It’s hard to go

anywhere in the Pacific Northwest without hearing about salmon
in the news. Good, bad, indifferent, salmon are headline makers.
You won'’t find too many arguments that would suggest the
salmon population is in great shape, especially when you com-
pare it to historical numbers. Despite that, people continue to
fish for salmon. In droves. We see that everywhere there’s an
opportunity. Especially when we get a shot of good news. This
summer’s ocean Coho season is a perfect example. Most would
agree that illustrates how important salmon are to fishermen on
the West Coast. Because they’re so vital to so many people, opin-
ions differ on how to best manage there source. Depending on
who you talk to, you will get a different opinion on what should
be done, and what isn’t being done to help save the salmon.

In the pages of this magazine we have made it a point to bring
to light the issues that affect salmon and steelhead throughout
the entire West.

Some have been popular, others not so much. We believe healthy
debate — whether we agree or not — is important. When we pre-
sent an issue in Salmon & Steelhead Journal, conservation is one of
the driving forces behind whether to run a story. It only makes
sense. Without salmon and steelhead the world would be a lot
less brighter. So in an effort to continually inform our readers we
asked some of the region’s most influential sportsmen their opin-
ion on what is the single most pressing issue facing salmon and
steelhead today. It’s a difficult question to answer in the allotted
space we allowed, but we feel we got a representative sample
from those who were polled. Interestingly, the answers are not
always what you’d expect. But we did manage to get a broad spec-
trum that represents most sides of the sport fishing industry. We
hope you enjoy.

—The Eds.

Gary Loomis

Chairman, CCAWashington

Founder of CCA PNWCoastal
Conservation Association

Woodland, Washington

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE:
NON-SELECTIVE HARVEST

Problem: While there are many obstacles facing our sport fisher-
ies, there is a reason we have not moved the dial on recovery: The
commercial fishing gear currently in use, such as gillnets, is non-
selective and kills large numbers of ESA-listed and wild salmon and
steelhead. All marine life that gets caught in a gillnet dies, from
salmon and steelhead to seals and seabirds. Ironically, Oregon — a
“leader” in sustainability — is one of the few states in the country to
allow gillnets. Further complicating this situation is that fact that the
state agencies that manage our fisheries are biased toward commer-
cial fishing, and many officials still believe that gillnets are selective.
This situation helps perpetuate the largest problem plaguing our
fisheries, which is nonselective harvest. Until we eliminate gillnets
and implement selective harvest methods like fish weirs and fish-
traps, we will never have recovery. Incredibly, most forms of com-
mercial fishing gear capable of catch and release selective harvest
(seines, pound nets, fish traps) are currently illegal in Oregon. Anew
bill before the legislature would change that. HB2579 would enable
the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission to re- legalize the use of
commercial fishing gear capable of selectively harvesting hatchery
salmon. Sponsored by the Coastal Conservation Association, HB2579
would ensure that natural runs and the genetic diversity of wild fish

7

populations are protected—and recovered—while encouraging harvest
of abundant hatchery salmon and steelhead.

Solution: Recently, a group of leading independent scientists char-
tered by Congress, the Hatchery Scientific Review Group (HSRG),
identified the “selective removal of hatchery fish with low mortality
of natural fish” as an essential component of Pacific Northwest
salmon recovery efforts. Selective removal allows wild fish returns to
increase while simultaneously reducing the negative impacts associ-
ated with excess hatchery fish that return to spawn.

Scientists believe reducing the proportion of hatchery fish on the
spawning grounds is essential to the recovery of wild stocks. HSRG
has called for the development and deployment of commercial fish-
ing gear capable of selective harvest. The continued overharvest is
possible because the laws governing our fisheries were written more
than 150years ago to protect commercial interests, and lobbyists for
those commercial interests are paid handsomely to keep those ar-
chaic laws in place. Traditionally, the sport fishing community has
been out gunned and disorganized. We all pay for the recovery of our
fisheries, so we all have a stake in making the system better. Relegal-
izing the use of selective commercial fishing gear capable of selec-
tively harvesting hatchery salmon is an effective, achievable way to
create a sustainable fishery for all stakeholders — both recreational
and commercial — a solution that is supported by science. And, it
opens the door to providing a greater return on the billions of dollars
that taxpayers have contributed to salmon recovery.

Rich Simms

President

Wild Steelhead Coalition,

Mukilteo, Washington

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE: HABITAT

Problem: Of the plethora of issues facing salmonids, the loss of
wild fish habitat from dams, logging, agriculture and many other
manmade river changes is the prime reason stocks and run sizes are
in very bad shape, listed or extinct. Inmost depleted situations, wild
stocks cannot recover, as there is not the habitat necessary for
spawning or providing rearing areas for juvenile fish. Unfortunately
most of these above activities continue to erode habitat and global
warming compounds the problem. We will see the end of all wild
stock fishing in this century unless we collectively argue for a turn
around in the way we presently allow the fish’s habitat to be mis-
used. The sooner it is realized we have been fishing for over depleted
runs of steelhead from the standpoint of historical abundance, will
we realize how urgent the situation is and the importance to protect
what we have now. We need to band together as a collective and be
unrelenting in demanding and pressuring the lawmakers, policy
and decision makers that we will not settle for anything less than
sound conservation management for wild fish based on the best
available science... period. Wild fish will die by politics.

Solution: Support efforts by such groups as Western Rivers Con-
servancy that are acquiring lands and protecting habitat or partici-
pate in habitat restoration programs. Push to manage for abundance
to meet rivers carrying capacity as well as protect distribution and
diversity traits such [as] protecting the early run components.
Demand and support establishment of Wild Salmonid Management
Zones on all rivers and streams to further protect juveniles and
adults. Demand stronger protection for resident rainbow trout in our
anadromous rivers. Research is providing that resident rainbows
spawn with steelhead and will produce offspring that become ana-
dromous and become wild steelhead. These two form are the same
species. And finally get more fish on spawning beds by releasing all
wild fish. Argue against WDFW'’s reallocation program that gives the

(Continued on page 8)
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fish we save to the tribes.

Liz Hamilton

Northwest Sportfishing

Industry Association Executive Director

Portland, Oregon

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE: DAMS, DEVELOPMENT

Problem: Salmon and steelhead need water. Cool, clean water with
relatively unimpeded pathways

to and from the ocean. The threat to salmon and steelhead in the West
is the same as it was for millions of salmon that used to spawn in
Europe and the East Coast. It was, and is, the impact of development
on habitat, water

quality and quantity.

In few words, it’s impossible to list all the ways development harms
salmon: loss of floodplain function, water withdrawals, channelized
rivers, road building, dam building, trashed riparian zones, pollution,
etc. With some salmon and steelhead species spending over 50 per-
cent of their life history in freshwater (juvenile and adult) many west-
ern rivers and streams don’t sustain summer and winter habitat
needs.

Solution: First, direct interactions with salmon and steelhead need
reforming. As wild fish numbers decline from the harmful effects of
development, the impacts hatcheries and harvest become proportion-
ally greater. While limiting factors are addressed, hatcheries and har-
vest need reforming to be better partners in recovery.

Just as nothing has changed in over 1,000 years of human interac-
tion with rivers and salmon on two continents, the solution is still the
same as well. Protect the best, restore the rest.

Luckily, there are still places that wild salmon and steelhead can
spawn, incubate, rear, and get to and from the ocean. The function in
these streams needs to be preserved: keep development out of the
floodplain, allow side channels to appear, disappear and appear again,
limit logging and agriculture in riparian areas, provide adequate in-
stream water rights for fish, provide adequate flows or pulses during
smolt out-migration to the ocean, fix culverts and screen irrigation
diversions.

Development and climate changes are causing river temperatures
to rise into the 70-degree range in the lower elevation rivers, which is
lethal for most salmonids. Thus higher elevation mountain-fed
streams become vital for the future of Northwest salmon populations.

The Snake River basin was once the birthplace of half of all the
millions of spring and summer salmon and steelhead entering the
Columbia. Mountainous Idaho has thousands of miles of quality
spawning and rearing habitat, one of the largest habitat strongholds
left in the West. Managing water and hydro practices —either through
increased spills and flow, or breaching of the four lower Snake River
Dams—will ensure that tens of thousand of salmon and steelhead
survive in the Northwest. Combine that with protection of flows and
water management in the Hanford Reach and the largest population
of fall Chinook in the Northwest is secure.

John Posey

National Sales Manager

Lamiglas Fishing Rods

Woodland, Washington

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE: LACK OF COOPERATION

Problem: With sportsmen, commercials and tribes all vying for
their respective share of the returning fish, cooperation is more and
more important. Unfortunately we all have different agendas. As the
sales manager

at Lamiglas, I want to be able to fish 365 days for anything that swims.
The commercial fishermen and tribes all want opportunity as well.
The focus seems to have dwindled on actually saving fish, and trans-
formed into how to split up the shrinking fish stocks. Certainly there
are other issues, such as habitat, dam spill, pollution, and popu-

lation, but none is larger than cooperation. Without fish, nobody is
happy. And the lack of cooperation comes with an uneven playing
field and increased animosity from all sides. Anglers have to release
unharmed any wild fish, where commercial nets and tribal nets kill
almost everything, endangered or not. The rules are not consistent.

Solution: The thinking needs to go back on how to get our fish back
into the rivers in significant numbers and keep them there. That
means working hard on habitat, on managing water spilled over the
dams, on possible dam removals, on curbing pollution and being re-
sponsible in our daily lives. It also means cooperation between all
interested parties. We don’t want to have it come down to who gets to
split the last salmon!

Jay Nicholas

Retired

Oregon Department of Fish &

Wildlife; 2006 Inductee into

Pacific Northwest Wild Salmon

Hall of Fame

Corvallis, Oregon

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE: PEOPLE

Problem: Rivers once hospitable to salmon, from Japan to Califor-
nia, are under attack by urban sprawl, forestry, agriculture, water
wars, dams, toxics, drilling for energy and precious metals, climate
change, ocean acidification, invasive species—and more nasties, in-
cluding, us fishers, than can be named here. That’s right. It’s a
terrible truth that the industrial mentality of humanity is intent on
disassembling watersheds and polluting

oceans—and pathetic that we fishers are busily trying to overfish the
runs, mess around with hatchery fish, and undercut the inherent pro-
ductivity of wild stocks essential to survival of the salmon and steel-
head we cherish.

Doesn’t paint a pretty picture, eh? It’s easy to feel indignant about
destruction of watersheds and decimation of nurseries and migration
routes that nourish salmon and steelhead. But It hurts, cuts deep, to
look in the mirror and see fishers who love salmon and steelhead, as
part of the problem.

Solution: Foremost, protect the best remaining wild salmon rivers.
Teach city-folk to love salmon, protect

their precious rivers, and surrender some dams. Next, we must rein-
vent the celebration we know as salmon fishing. Kill fewer wild fish—
let more spawn. Rein in hatcheries. Bring harvest rates in mixed stock
fisheries down—way

down. Fish only on strong runs near the salmon’s home streams; leave
the weak runs alone or trade them, deliberately, for hatchery play-
grounds. No fish farms, period. Control the predators that most
threaten salmon. No salmon eggs for bait: maybe give up using bait
altogether. Quit bickering over the right to kill one more fish-or
salmon and the sport we love will become irrelevant and our kids will
be wondering what those fishing rods in the attic were used for.

Jack Smith

President

North Coast Salmon Steelhead Enhancement Fund,

CCA board member,

Self-employed fishing guide

Tillamook, Oregon

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE: OVERPOPULATION

Problem: The biggest problem facing salmon today is human over-
population and our inability or unwillingness to control the many
ways we affect a salmon’s life cycle, multiplied by our refusal to admit
that as our numbers grow so will our impact on these various stages of
a salmon’s life. If we reduce our impacts by 50 percent and increase
our population by any number larger than that we have basically lost
ground. Asking which of the many
ways humans affect salmon is the most important issue facing them
today is like asking what came first the chicken or the egg. It is my
belief that there are innumerable issues that affect salmon and that all
must be considered and addressed to the degree possible if progress is
(Continued on page 9)
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to be made toward recovery. We are also plagued by the failure of
salmon advocates to recognize, that because salmon are affected by us
at every stage of their existence, in order to recover populations, we
must make changes in how we affect all the stages of their life cycle
and the entire ecosystem they depend on. We must move away from
opinion or agenda-based science which leads to a great deal of effort
being expended arguing over which problem is greater, rather than
actually addressing the issues themselves, and realize that the biggest
problem is us—you and me. Especially when compounded by the mil-
lions of people that currently reside in the Northwest and the millions
more that will soon join us.

Solution: I think that it is pretty unlikely that the human overpopu-
lation problem will get better anytime soon so I will concentrate on
how we can better address the many other issues that are caused by
too many people for their available habitat. It has been pretty univer-
sally accepted that salmon are affected by hydro, habitat, harvest, and
hatcheries with huge debates over to what degree each affects our
progress toward recovery and which is more critical to address. To the
extent possible we must move forward at minimizing the negative
effects of all 4Hs if

progress is to be made. We must view the system as a whole and stop
trying to convince each other that the issue we are passionate about is
the key to region-wide recovery. It is far more productive to view
those working on hydro, habitat, harvest and hatcheries as fellow ad-
vocates working toward a common goal. Even if one of these four is-
sues was completely resolved it seems very likely that the other would
become the bottleneck eliminating or severely restricting any progress
made by the effort.

Guido Rahr

President

Wild Salmon Center

Portland, Oregon

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE: HABITAT

Problem: Some have said that salmon are dying a “death by a thou-
sand cuts”. We harvest them in the ocean, estuary and in their home
streams, web lock their migration routes with dams, and we crowd
their fresh water homes with hatchery fish, making it tougher for the
remaining wild fish to survive. But if there is one threat that looms
above all others, it is the steady, relentless loss of salmon habitat. His-
tory has shown that it is very hard to recover a wild salmon river once
its headwaters are roaded and subjected to clear-cut logging, the ri-
parian lands along rivers subdivided into smaller pieces and devel-
oped, and precious water allocated to agriculture, residential develop-
ment and industrial uses. The largest challenges we face are still to
come. Over thenext40 years the human population of the Pacific
Northwest is expected to double, ramping up competition for the land
and water salmon, trout and steelhead need to survive. By2050, cli-
mate change models predict significant increases in air and water
temperatures. This will mean longer, warmer summers and less accu-
mulations of snow in the mountains to keep our streams flowing cool
during summer months. Many of our streams are already over allo-
cated and dry up in late summer—imagine how they will do in a
warmer, drier and more densely populated world?

Solution: Obviously we must support efforts to reduce the release of
carbon into the atmosphere. As for salmon, we must make wild
salmon and steelhead our first priority; they are our toughest and
most resilient strains of fish and are our best bet to survive the chal-
lenges of the future. Hatcheries are here to stay, but we must desig-
nate “hatchery free zones” and continue to reduce the impacts of exist-
ing hatcheries on our wild salmon and steelhead populations. We
must lower our harvest of wild salmon (especially Chinook), and move
away from gillnets and other types of fishing that indiscriminately kill
both healthy and endangered stocks. And each one of us must work

to prevent the loss of stream flow and habitat in our home salmon
rivers. But there is something else we must do now. It is something we
have neglected, but if we fail—no matter what else we do later—we will
lose our wild salmon and steelhead. We must make an extra effort to
save the salmon and steelhead strongholds. These are the river sys-

tems where we have the healthiest and most diverse remaining popu-
lations of wild salmon, trout and steelhead. They are our “crown jew-
els”, and we must act to protect them so we won’t lose our best chance
to have healthy wild runs of salmon for our children .The cost of pro-
tecting these strongholds today will be less than spending large
amounts of money to try and rebuild them tomorrow. The Wild
Salmon Center is supporting a bill in Congress called the Pacific
Salmon Stronghold Conservation Act (S.817, H.R.2055) sponsored by
Senator Maria Cantwell of Washington State and Congressman Mike
Thompson of California. This legislation will provide

federal support and resources to conserve a network of the most im-
portant strongholds for wild salmon in the western United States. I
urge you to contact your congressional members to support this bill.
For more information, see http://www.wildsalmoncenter.org/press/
salmon_ stronghold_09.php.

Bill Bakke

Executive Director

Native Fish Society

Portland, Oregon

SINGLE MOST PRESSING ISSUE: HUMAN IMPACT

Problem: Human impact on the salmonid ecosystem is the major
problem salmonids face. Salmonid populations (trout, salmon and
steelhead), rivers, watersheds and oceans are appreciated by people
for their beauty

and respected for their strength and vitality. At one time that made it
possible for humans and salmonids to co-exist, for it was an inte-
grated relationship of respect and constraint. And that should be our
goal again. European-Americans have reshaped the human relation-
ship to salmonids and their home waters. They have become com-
modities for commerce. We have a vision of them as something that
can be engineered and made predictable.

We know about the degrading insults to salmonids watersheds and
the effect it has on their reproductive success. What is less appreci-
ated, even by those who care enough about them to be concerned, is
the effect of fish

management. The simple model of stock and kill has been practiced
for 150 years on our coast at a tremendous cost. The decline of sal-
monids is their testimonial. We have constructed the best manage-
ment program possible for the depletion and extinction of wild
salmon. No habitat means no salmon just as industrial strength fish
management means no salmon.

Solution: Wild salmon belong to all of us, so it is up to us to make
sure that management controls our use of the salmonids landscape
and the s5omillion year evolutionary history of salmonids families that
rely upon this productive landscape. Making government function so
that it tells the truth and follows the law is a good beginning. We have
delegated our responsibility to protect salmon and their habitats to
government, but it has failed us. Organizing is key. Becoming in-
formed about these fish and their habitats is a place to start, but then
we must take our understanding, passion and commitment to the
decision-makers.

Originally published in the Summer 2009 Issue of
Salmon & Steelhead Journal (Vol. 6, Issue 3).

To learn more visit:
www.salmonandsteelheadjournal.com



November Update from the Wild Steel-

head Coalition
Dear Friends and Members of the WSC;

The Wild Steelhead Coalition had its monthly
board meeting Nov. 3rd and we wanted to send a
quick message out to membership. These meetings
always have a full agenda and keep the board moti-
vated to focus on the many issues facing wild steel-
head and the organization. The WSC is moving into
its 10" year and we want to thank you all for your
loyal support. It has been proven that Pacific coast
steelhead stocks need an organization that is focused
on the future of these fish. That is why the WSC was
formed.

Currently, the WSC is actively working on the
WDFW rules proposal package. We encourage you
all to make comments and voice your opinions re-
garding wild steelhead policy. If you take the time to
investigate the new proposals facing steelhead, you
might key on one that would indeed impact your an-
gling experience. The fish need your support! Many
anglers and conservation minded individuals support
the WSC as they don’t have the time to take on the
issues first hand. As a member of the WSC board of
directors, I can assure you that as a grass roots group
we are actively working on the many issues facing
steelhead. I listed links below which will lead you in
the right direction. The first will take you to the
WDFW rules and regulations proposals and the sec-
ond is more of an educational link from last year’s
Pacific Coast Steelhead Management Meeting. If
you were ever curious about some of the current
steelhead research, this link has some great presenta-
tions.

(Dhttp://wdfw.wa.gov/fish/regs/rule proposals/
(2)http://www.psmfc.org/steelhead/past-2008.html

The updates within the organization deal with the
internal changes that have impacted our communica-
tions over the past 6 month period. The WSC’s long
time web developer stepped down and we are cur-
rently seeking a volunteer to help with the updates.
Our long time officer and Trustee Les Johnson suf-
fered a stroke. See article on below. We have also
had a setback when our Adipose editor stepped
down. Currently we are working on our next issue
and have a new editor. Please feel free to contact the
WSC with any questions or concerns you might
have. We are looking forward to 2010 and hope to
see the annual support from membership after Janu-
ary 1*. The WSC is also hoping to show another

great film this year. The WSC will again have its an-
nual membership drive so stay tuned and we will be
seeking renewals soon. If you membership has
lapsed please consider rejoining.

Lastly, please email your best steelhead photos to:
vp-membership@wildsteelheadcoalition.org. We
want to create a membership album on the website
and feel free to include some info about the picture.
Thanks for taking the time to read the update and
hope to see you all at an upcoming membership
meeting.

Regards,
Jim Schmitz
V.P. Membership WSC

New Officer Elected
I'd like to introduce myself as the new treasurer of
the Wild Steelhead Coalition. I’'m Nathan Keen. I
have a background in accounting and finance, small
business management through my 10 year ownership
position with a local fly shop and a sincere love of
moving water and the fish that swim therein. My
interest in steelhead took a decided up-tick when |
hooked a crazed summer run on the Olympic Penin-
sula that left me with no tackle and a bird's nest of
line from my lack of fish fighting skills. Since then I
have pursued steelhead from Oregon to Northern BC
and always relish the time that I am allotted for fish-
ing for steelhead, wild fish in particular. I hope to be
able to contribute to the future of wild steelhead by
applying my skills to the Treasurer position.

Former WSC Board member stricken

About 2 months ago an active member of our organi-
zation and well-known author, Les Johnson was
struck down by a substantial stroke. After some time
in the hospital Les has been recovering in a rehabili-
tation facility. As of this printing Les is scheduled to
return home about the 20th of November. He will
require considerable TLC for some time but will be
in much nicer surroundings and will be welcoming
visitors. Les had intended to take on an advocacy
role and work on communications and outreach ac-
tivities for the WSC.

For more information contact Bob Young at
fishbum6@comcast.net.
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WSC Scholarships Awarded

The WSC, after conducting a screening of 5 applica-
tions, has decided to award two scholarships to Uni-
versity of Washington graduate students.

The recipient of a $5000 award is Megan Atchi-
son whose studies will include effects of climate
change and the feeding habits and growth of steel-
head in the marine environment.

Sewell Young will receive an award of $2000 to
further his studies regarding marine distribution and
ecology of PNW steelhead populations and re-
sponses to climate change.

It is felt that studies such as these will aid in man-
agement of steelhead resources based on the ‘best
science available’. At some time in the future we will
ask the students to provide a presentation for our
membership.

Board members had these comments after reviewing
the students proposals:

Re: Atchison.

“Clearly an understanding of ocean changes is para-
mount to managing steelhead and arguing to stop
global warming. Future annual information of this
type may also assist Co managers in setting annual
forecasts and tell us if there are too many fish
(hatchery and wild) at sea in critical rearing ar-

eas. Atchison has also shown a keen interest in
steelhead with her undergraduate work at UC Santa
Cruz.”

“This applicant also proposes to mine the important
data library developed by the FRI high seas research
efforts of the 1980s-1990s. This research promises
enhanced resolution on factors that influence marine
survival and productivity of steelhead. In my opin-
ion, marine survival has proven to be both a source
of significant error in our population forecast models
and a convenient means of avoiding responsibility
for other management failures. I like this proposal
specifically because it targets a key weakness in the
current management regime, and it may provide a
means for integrating possible adverse climate
change effects into fisheries management models.”

Re: Sewell. “In the long run, this will be important
research to understand the genetic make up of coastal
and in-sound steelhead. It will set baselines for fu-
ture examinations to detect natural change, and
change through introgression of hatchery

stocks. And it will accomplish Sewell's objectives as
well in understanding the distribution of wild and
hatchery steelhead at sea. It should tell us if coastal
and PS stocks are going to the same or different
places, and if hatchery stocks overlap or have dis-
tinct areas for rearing.”

“I am very encouraged to see that students like
Sewell are eager to mine the historical data library
we have available on steelhead. There is a lot of
value in this proposal when you read between the
lines. While the specific dissertation topic has lim-
ited management relevance (we can only do so much
as a regional organization to affect high seas fisher-
ies and climate change), the data resource and proto-
col he wants to build and the ability to leverage the
genetics program at WDFW presents a very attrac-
tive proposal. This is a resource that has legs, one
that I'm certain will spawn future research and ad-
dress management needs that are both known and
that haven't been recognized yet. We would be fill-
ing a funding hole in research that WDFW is cur-
rently doing. That might feel a little funny, but it
might also benefit the collaborative relationship we
are trying to establish with the new leadership.”
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