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Celilo Falls was one of the "usual 
accustomed" fishing places used by Colt. 
River treaty tribes. Columbia Plan story b 
oit oage 4. Photo by AM. Prentiss'" 

HUNTER EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

December 1987-January 1988 

Instructors Approved .................... 

Total Active .......................... 9: 

Students Trained ...................... 2 
Total to Date ...................... 332,81 

Hunting Casualties Reported in 1987 
Nonfatal ............................. 
Fatal................................. 

Some interesting things are happening in the Columbia Riv- 
er Basin these days. Some things you should know about. Six pages of 
this Oregon Wildlife issue are devoted to details about the Columbia 
River Fishery Management Plan. This historic agreement am.ong the 
states, federal government and Columbia treaty tribes sets guidelines 
for protection and restoration of Columbia River salmon and steelhead 
runs. It also closes a chapter in river history marked by court battles, 
and the unproductive use of time and money squabbling over which 
fish belong to whom. 

However, even as we celebrate promises made, we face the possibil- 
ity of other commitments being broken. As we look forward to restor- 
ing runs, funds critically needed to hold even current production 
levels may be cut. In addition, low Columbia River flows in this 
drought year will test earlier agreements to provide enough water for 
young salmon and steelhead migrating downstream. (See page 1 3 for 
details.) 

As you read this, the Department of Fish and Wildlife may have al- 
ready started the process of closing down three Columbia River hatch- 
enes and tile Wahkeena Rearing Pond near Multnomah Falls. Potential 
lost production could reach more than nine million chinook and coho 
salmon, and 700,000 steelhead annually. 

This action could be necessary if the National Marine Fisheries Ser- 
vice persists in its plan to cut federal funds that have supported these 
programs for more than 40 years. This commitment was an act of the 
U.S. Congress. The Department of Fish and Wildlife firmly believes this 
arbitrary move by a federal bureau runs counter to congressional in- 
tent, and must be reconsidered. 

In 1980, Congress passed the Northwest Power Planning Act. As 
part of that legislation, the protection and restoration of Columbia Ba- 
sin salmon and steelhead runs were given co-equal status with the use 
of water for power production and irrigation. Now, in this low water 
year, commitments made to provide some increased flow for down- 
stream-migrating smolts show signs of weakening. Again, the intent of 
Congress is being questioned, and potentially ignored. 

Without additional flows to ease fish passage through upper river 
reservoirs and over dams, millions of young salmon and steelhead may 
never reach the ocean. The result would be millions of dollars wasted 
on restoration programs, and a tremendous loss to Oregon's economy. 

The Columbia River Fishery Management Plan is a big step forward 
in a concerted effort to protect and restore our resources. Unfortunate- 
'y' broken promises may result in a battle won, but a war lost. 

1:-April 1988 
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I caught ______________ 
this all 

Oregon's ocean 

b i rriyse1f ts will likely mean a Memorial Day through Labor Day sport , salmon season this year for many coastal ports. The Pacific Fishery 
Management Council (PFMC) will make actual season recommenda- 

r ea. . tions in early April. 
In waters south of Cape Falcon, near Manzanita, all potential season 

Options call for a full season between the two holidays that mark the ,, beginning and end of summer. Also, there is chance that state waters 
inside three miles will open May i between Cape Falcon and Cape 

Fish talk. It's the universal Blanco on the south coast. 
language of fun and relaxation. Once again, ports in the Columbia River area north of Cape Falcon 

Spread the word. will not be able to participate fully in these expanded fisheries. Be- 
cause depressed coho runs bound for the north Washington coast are 

NATIONAL FISHING WEEK caught off the Columbia, fisheries there will again be restricted to pro- 
JUNE 6-12, 1988 tect those stocks. 

A 
Biologists predict that 2.4 million coho will be present in the Oregon 

--- F'roduction Index (OPI) area that extends from southwest Washington 
into northern Calìfornia. Last year, coho abundance reached only 1.2 

I' million fish. Fishery managers credit the 1988 improvement to excel- RFEs lent ocean survival conditions when this year's coho adults migrated 
to sea in 1987, 

cpartment Director Randy Fisher has appointed Rod Ingram as the 
new assistant director for wildlife. He takes over the position as head 
of wildlife programs from Ralph Denney who retired in February. 

Ingram, a 1968 graduate of Oregon State University, began his fish 
and wildlife career as an assistant district biologist in Bend, He later 
moved to Portland to work on land access and acquisition programs. 
I le returned to eastern Oregon in 1977 as district wildlife biologist in 
Khmath Falls. 

In 1983, he joined the Portland wildlife division staff, first as big 
game staff biologist, then as assistant wildlife division chief. 

Denney retired after more than thirty years of service that included 
21 years as the district wildlife biologist in John Day, and various staff- 
level positions at the Portland headquarters. He was selected as wild- 
life chief in 1984. 

OREGON WILDLIFE 



 . to rebuild weak runs 
to full productivity and 
fairly share the harvest of 
upper river runs. . ." 

n historic plan to restore runs 
and allocate harvest of fish in the 
Columbia River Basin has been 
adopted by the basin states and four 
treaty Indian tribes, including the 
Yakima, Nez Perce, Warm Springs 
and Umatilla tribes. 

Adoption of this agreement in 
March culminates 20 years of legal 
tests and negotiations stemming 
from a case originally filed in U.S. 
District Court in 1968, known as U.S. 
vs. Oregon. 

Work on this management plan 
has been underway since a federal 
judge ordered development of a 
joint management agreement in 
1983. This new document replaces 
another management plan adopted 
by the states and tribes in 1977. The 
new plan has been formally submit- 
ted to the U.S. District Court for re- 
view and approval as part of the 
U.S. vs. Oregon case. 

At the core of this new document 
is the goal ". . . to rebuild weak runs to 
full productivity and fairly share the 
harvest of upper river runs ..... While 
the 1977 agreement dealt only with 
the allocation of harvest between In- 
dian and non-Indian fisheries, the 
new agreement goes much farther. 

The plan sets specific goals, time- 
tables and methods for cooperative 
management of salmon and steel- 
head stocks, including both natural 
and hatchery fish production, and 
allocation of harvests. 

The 1977 plan, when adopted, 
was called a five-year agreement. 

The new plan seeks to avoid an arbi- 
trary point in time that might cause 
the plan to self destruct. 

Instead, framers of the plan noted 
the "dynamic" nature of the docu- 
ment by establishing review dates at 
five-year intervals for all species ex- 
cept steelhead, which will be re- 
viewed after three years. 

r-- - TTVwhol 
iiTône of the toughest 

iafTrijoints in the process. The 
final plan submitted to the court 
reflects reality. Neither the Indians or 
the courts consider steelhead any 
different than salmon when it comes 
to harvest. The treaty right to take 
these fish is established. Plan nego- 
tiators started at that point, then 
proceeded to develop regulation 
frameworks that would allow ade- 
quate escapement of wild summer 
steelhead stocks through the treaty 
¶lsheries to rebuild upriver runs. 

As it stands, the plan sets guide- 
lines that will allow for upriver 
escapement and recovery of runs into 
Idaho as well as Washington and 
northeastern Oregon. Success of the 
plan formula will be closely moni- 
tored, and changed if necessary. 

Q: Will lower river anglers be able 
to fish for spring chinook during April 
on the Columbia? 

.\: If the upriver run is strong 
enough, the plan does provide for 
some April fishing time on the lower 

These checkpoints will allow 
modification of the plan to respond 
to changes in status of fish runs, so- 
cial needs of the fisheries and 
". . . other changed circumstances of 
fact or law." 

The plan outlines an ambitious 
set of proposals to augment current 
natural and hatchery production of 

river. When projected returns drop 
below a certain level, fisheries will be 
restricted both in the lower river and 

'ab6ve Bonneville Dam. Again, the 
plan is a key instrument in protecting 
this important run so it can recover. 
This would be accomplished not only 
through harvest regulation, bv 
increased production as well. 

Q: The Department of Fish and 
Wildlife usually has hearings and 
public testimony before management 
plans are adopted. Why was that not 
done this time? 

A: Development of this plan was 
a court-ordered process involving 
many different parties representing 
the three states, the federal govern- 
ment and four treaty Indian tribes. 
The plan is actually a negotiated, out- 
of-court settlement. Several of the 
interests involved asked at the begin- 
ning of negotiations that a news 
blackout be maintained until a final 
plan was presented to the court. 
Oregon has complied with this ap- 
proach. 

The Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission has been fully inform,., 
at every step in the process, a 
policy questions arose, th 
been the ones to set Oregon's posi- " 
tion on the issues. These discussions 
took place in formal commission 
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Ma agem e nt :Pla ñAp5ioved 
salmon and steelhead. Some current 
hatchery programs would be 
changed, and long-term plans call 
for new hatcheries to be established 
on some major Columbia tributaries 
such as the Yakima River. The aim 
would be to further boost produc- 
tion of upriver salmon and steelhead 
stocks for harvest in the main river 

and the tributaries by both Indian 
and non-Indian fisheries. 

All of these production and mari- 
agement decisions are tied to a pro- 
gram for development of what are 
called sub-basin management plans. 
These plans would be the product of 
a panel of biologists from the tribes, 

states and the federal government 
called the Production Advisory 
Committee (PAC). 

The initial ruling by Judge Robert 
Belloni in the 1968 court case noted 
that harvest regulations on the Co- 
lumbia could not " . . . discriminate 
against Indians." He also ruled that 
any regulations restricting harvest 

______________________________________________________________________________________ must be "reasonable and necessary for ' , 

¿J/- .,, conservation." , , çÇ 

i panded his ruling to include a har- 
In May of 1974, Judge Belloni ex- 

I À 
_______________________________________________________________ / vest sharing principle that "Indian 

commercial fishermen are entitled to have 
executive sessions as ulfowed under 

Q, Oregon law whe ()nfidentia1 topics, Upriver escapement needs 
the opportunitii to take up to 50 percent of 
the harvest of the spring chinook salmon 

such as coutL cases, arc reviewed. In chinook salmon already influence run destined to reach the Tribes' usual 
most cases, at,least one representa- ocean salmon harvest quotas. Will and accustomedgrounds and stations." 
tive of th1nes media was present this plan also bring on a similar This followed on the heels of the 
during thesç sessions. system for coho harvest manage- landmark decision ofJudge George ment? 

, .- , Boldt in U.S. vs. Washington that es- 

. -. 
y O!eafl)1 The new management plan is de- 

s Did the state really have to plan does co 
tablished the 50/50 sharing principle. 

. 
A: The The rulings of judges Boldt and Be- 

submit to these negotiations? Why provisions for improvji 
loni were interpretations of the lan- 

not just appeal the whole question °' rujis thatgo abve guage and intent of treaties signed 
of treaty rights to a higher court? Dam. However, the plais 

in 1855 between the U.S. Govern- separates inriveaname ment and Northwest Indian tribes. A: The whole issue of Idn oc' fl in ot 

treaties signed more than llI& while also building a framework for __________ _____ thar 
I 

signed to meet the court's intent fishing rights and interpretatlo _______ 

ago has already been 
__________ e retur 1 

improving Columbia River runs. 
Supreme Court 

_____ Adoption of this plan adds a final rie and I link in the coordinated effort to re- consistently rule4 

_ _____ 
in me 

steelhead runs. A treaty signed in 
_________ store Columbia River salmon and are jua_ 

in [h________ _____ 

1985 between the U.S. and Canada 
______ reduces ocean interception of Co- salmon allocation deci amon1 lumbia River stocks that migrate to 

tmentnad a con- 1 N.W. Power Planning Council is also 
_ 

non-Indian users in t1 

all_________________ andling of particularly bia and Alaska. 
the North Pacific off British Colum- mer _ 

a iei'.1egt pursuits. fisheries? The Fish and Wildlife Plan of the 
'- iion to end the«constant ' The lloc 

and movq on toward, a address1 in te pl______ funding major fishery enhancement 

r#gment sy,stem that lrotect with 
These efforts are aimed at offsetting _____ _______ 
programs for the Columbia Basin. 

an restqre Columbia River salmon tween no-lndiap some of the effects dams have had 
-nd steelhad runs. The argumeftt of lower river and tr on migratory fish and spawning 

hich fish beldged to whc4w.duld Zone 6 aboveBoññ 

Following is a summary of the 
habitats. 

have little purpose if the runs disap- 

main points within the plan. peared while the various interests 
fought overthem. " 

. 
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SPECIFICS OF PLAN BY SPECIES 

Phase I- 
While rebuilding 

Limit Harvests Lower River 
fisheries will target on Wilamette 
and Cowlitz River chinook stocks. 
Catch of upriver bound spring chi- 
nook will be limited to less than five 
percent of the anticipated run. 

Indian fishing above Bonneville 
will be limited to platform and some 
ceremonial and subsistence gifinet- 
fing not to exceed seven percent of 
the upriver stock. The ceremonial 
and subsistence fishery will be grant- 
ed a minimum of 10,000 spring and 
summer chinook annually. If low 
stock size prevents actual Indian 
harvest of that total in Ceremonial 
and Subsistance fisheries, then the 
balance will be provided from 
hatchery stock. 

There will be no mainstem target 
commercial fisheries . Catches will be 
limited to tributaries only as agreed 
upon in sub-basin plans. 

The plan also calls for a substantial 
increase in hatchery production and 
supplementation of the spring run to 
speed recovery and allow increased 
harvests. 

Phase II- 
Slightly harvestable spring run 

The Indian/non-Indian share of 
the harvestable surplus will be split 
50/50. 

Mainstem Columbia fisheries will 
remain constrained while target fish- 
enes develop in tributaries. 

Interim spring chinook escapemen 
goal will be 35,000 fish to Idaho. 

Hatchery production wifi continue 
in order to meet habitat seeding 
goals, including stocking of hatchery 
smolts in tributaries that can support 
additional natural spawning. 

Phase III - 
Major harvestable runs 

The Indian/non-Indian share of 
the harvestable surplus wifi be split 
50/50. 

Most fisheries will be developed in 
tributaries as agreed to in sub-basin 
plans. 

Surplus will be taken in expanded 
mainstem fisheries, including 
sport and Indian/non-Indian 
commercial. A return to a sport 
chinook season during at least 
part of April is included in this 
package. 

"f 
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Ih,h injnt years preel 
tarted fislierie Harvest will be 
tiniiiricidenta1 catches d 
tis orother species. g . 

on-Indian commercial sockeye 
and shad fisheries will use a net 
m4h size of less than 41/2 inches to 
m mize ummer chinook impacts. 

iiiact would be less than five 
4D er of the run. There would be 
n arget sport fishery. 

Indian platform and commercial 
sockeye fishery impacts would be 
limited to taking less than five per- 
cent of the run. 

Ceremonial and Subsistence 
needs would be met with spring chi- 
nook. 

E DAM 

,' ,- 
would range 

from none to seven percent of the 
run, depending on run size. 

75,000 to 100,000 Fish Over Bonne 
ville 

Indian/non-Indian share would 
be split 75/25. 

4½ inch mesh nets required to 
protect summer c1ok. 
100,000 + Over 

be 5O/5O 
41/2 mesh 

Ha rues 

ri 

trception of 
creased returns 7ent 
tiated limit on ocean fisheries off 
Alaska and Canada runs through 
1998. 

Upriver bright and tule fall chi- 
nook are combined for sharing. 

South of the U.S./Canada border, 
all ocean and inland fisheries are de- 
signed to share upriver stocks on a 
50/50 basis. Provisions are included 
to adjust allocation imbalances. 

For depressed , spe a1 provi- 
sions will be deve cl by e states 
and tribes to adjust odu on and 
harvest. . 

wareasand ods be 
red to impr . ,ìrvesti f 

tIl large iJksuch as 
1: fforts f :- maxi- 

t um h t opp jes that do 
not dver affec tock 
Production ¡'r cip 

Adjust [oc n humbers of 
uie.r brigh o eIeì't, tu im- 

harves it 
ud S ' Ri d-i inook 

ns Fer roduc 

ase u - Spr Creek 
heri tul ocks wer river 
us to i rove f1 ility in 

. 

rvest man ement 
- 

: Develop b )odsto pture ca- 
in t Will te system. 

' 
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COHO SALMON 

- y &ieeds in 
yoh "'" 

7 _______intifv treaty fisherys in 
e ma iimtem Col um bia below 

McNary Darn for late so 
4ese fisheries ' esig 

.4 to limit st vh 
viding ger ishing seaso 

Account for non-Indian fisheries 
intercepting runs destined to return 
above Bonneville Dam. 

No allocation constraints on non- lndjjjn and lower river harvest 
of 

I Columbia Indian coho 
fish bc constrained by al- 
low lpacts on wild/natural 
st . d stocks. 

r t n Principles 

Releas early stock smolt o 
Ii buta rit, below the iver for 
i bal fis 

Relea coho smolts 
bov fo for treaty gilinet 

1'I tèIl- 
..,i1viewed after thiec 

ears rather than after*ie t!\ e-\ vai 
tfor other specie 

rnActeelhead runs of lv 
naturaFwi h o'er 

B Darn, India' ermen 
ll not exceed natur Ì.I harvest 

lin ts o! oiva ei t1 5 perLe! 
¿n up A steelhead and e 
cent on Group B fish. 

Non-Indian mai C 
gillnet fisheries be deve op to 
minimize s ead handling ng 

tern non-Indian rec tional 
f rmen will concentrate o 

atchery fish. 
If wild/natural rebuilding i not 

progressing,jiarvest crite ill 

1. yri ned. 
harv . will exc 

' 
etaf e 

3 ducti ncip es _____ 

- 'Hatcher production 
to ieet fishei y nec s. 

SeleLted iei w 'be ag 
for wild steethe ion. 

In other 
can he rised& a ______ 
eleiate wildI 'bwld' ______ 

Sub-basin 's will desLribe out- 
plant programs for wild/natural re- 
building and tribal/non-tribal 
fisheries. 

The Lombuied interim escape- 
ment goal for upriver summer steel- 
head \ ill he 7S,000 natural/wild fish 
over I ou vr Granite Darn. Of that to- 
tal, 62,000 fish would be Group A 
and 13000 Grout B. 

1iL...-.et1e fisher will he open 
eafroi 

statusC 
logists will review ePII 

ness of sanctuary areas which pro- 
tect spawning sturgeon. 

Develop ways to harvest shad 
while avoiding the weak summer 

ook run. 
vely seek to develop new 

mark for fish landed. 
Wa lie" 

AU' ntal harvest in Indiai 
fi her Id. Non-Indi 
ou co st ' a e will 

I-lat prioff go to Indian 
u 

MC NARY DAM 

I 
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BIR 
Bt Harry Ne/us 

When birds move 
southward in the fail, they make a 
big production of it with great 
numbers spreading over a broad 
front. Many wander about, lingering 
at good spots and generally taking 
their time heading to their wintering 
areas. Even city dwellers, that sel- 
dom notice park pigeons at their 
feet, often get caught up in the ex- 
citement. 

The return trip north in spring is a 
different story. Most of the bird mi- 
gration is not seen at all. Food and 
rest stops are brief and few. There is 
little chance to linger and wander as 
the birds hurry to their nesting 
areas. 

Each group of birds follows its 
own schedule. There are always ag- 
gressive individuals among each 
species that brave low food supplies 
and nasty weather to be the first at 
nesting grounds. These individuals 
often pass through Oregon long be- 
fore the main movement, and are 
the birds most recognized as the 
harbingers of spring. 

Migration periods are, of course, 
approximate. Although some spe- 
cies, such as the rufous humming- 
birds, tree swallows and the little 
Say's phoebe of eastern Oregon, can 
show up in early February. The ma- 
jority of the migrants move through 
from mid-April to mid-May. 

This is the time to see the birds in 
their best and most colorful plum- 
mage. Most follow distinct migrato- 
ry pathways, stopping at the same 
favorite spots. There are large con- 
centrations to watch. But unlike the 
fall, full appreciation of these birds 
of spring requires the viewer to be 
at the right places at the right times. 

Tree swallows-----are flying around 
Sauvie Island and Fern Ridge Resen'oir 
by early to mid-February. Nests are 
undenvay by mid-March. 

: 

Mid-April is 
shorebird time 
ralong the coast 
and in eastside 
refuges. 

black-necked sts 
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Large flocks 
sandhill crei 
in Oregon marshes 
1iieir way north. 

Harrij Nehis is t? !;otL'd birder, und author 
of Faiuiliar Birds of the Pacific Northwest 

Viewing Guide 
s Waterfowl begin moving northward over the Willamette Valley by 
mid-February. Best viewing is at federal refuges in the valley, and the 
state-owned refuge on the northeast side of Sauvie Island near Portland. 
Birds arrive in large numbers at a series of Eastern Oregon refuges be- 
tween early February and early April. Great flocks often gather at the Kla- 
math Basin refuges to feed and rest, then move on to the Summer Lake 
Wildlife Area and Malheur National Wildlife Refuge before heading north. 

Sandhill cranes also make Sauvie Island a major stopping place. A 
thousand birds or more are often seen on the farm fields or at the edge of 
Sturgeon Lake. Cranes regularly gather at the Malheur Refuge to dance 
and display during early spring. 

Shorebirds arrive suddenly about mid-April. They perform intricate 
aerial maneuvers over wet meadows and farm lands, swarming at shore- 
lines or gathering in large flocks on coastal mud flats, and refuge marshes. 

s Songbirds migrate through all regions of Oregon, but they often travel 
at night, and dense vegetation makes viewing difficult. In southeastern 
Oregon, however, the birds concentrate in trees and brush that stand out 
like beacons on the prairies. Warblers, thrushes, tanagers and other color- 
ful, small land birds surge over the twigs and branches searching for 
food. 

It is worth a special trip in late April or early May to one of these oasis 
hotspots. Or, create your own hotspot by putting up hummingbird, seed 
or suet feeders. The best view of this spring passage may be in your own 
backyard. 

Illustrations: Sharon Torvik 

hummingbirds 
arrive early on 

coast. 
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(Editor's note: When we recently 
asked Oregon Wildlife subscribers to re- 
turn their mailing label in order to con- 
tinue receiving the magazine, we also 
received a lot of letters and notes corn- 
menting on our 'Tip of the Hat" feature. 
This column has appeared periodically, 
honoring court judges around the state for 
their tough stands on fish and wildlife 
law violations. Comments on its publica- 
tion were universally positive. Comments 
on its occasional absences were universal- 
ly negative. Tip of the Hat is back to stay: 
this time with a triple feature. We could 
not pick just one: too many judges are 
working hard out there.) 

he first case involves a bighorn 
sheep that was taken illegally in Ida- 
ho, subsequently moved into Cali- 

fornia, then Oregon. The head and 
cape were seized in Grants Pass af- 
ter the defendant delivered the 
sheep for mounting. District Court 
Judge J. Loyd O'Neal sentenced the 
defendant to a $220 fine, two years 
probation and two years of suspen- 
sion of hunting privileges in Oregon. 
In addition the judge demanded 
that $3,500 in restitution for the 
crime be paid the Oregon Depart- 
ment of Fish and Wildlife. 

Meanwhile in Jackson County, 
District Court Judge Mark Schiveley 
was faced with a repeat wildlife law 
offender. The person had been 
charged with illegal spotlighting and 
agreed to plead guilty in a plea bar- 
gain that would limit his sentence to 
thirty days in jail. Given the defend- 
ant's prior history of game viola- 

tions, the judge decided this was no 
bargain, and sentenced the man to 
six months in jail, three years proba- 
tion and a three-year suspension of 
hunting privileges. 

Another repeat offender in Kia- 
math County faced justice from Dis- 
trict Court Judge Rodger Isaacson. 
The judge fined the defendant $1,750 
for trapping by illegal methods and 
sentenced him to five years proba- 
tion. As conditions of his probation, 
he must pay a $10 monthly fee, not 
hunt, fish or trap in Oregon, not be 
with anyone doing the same, and 
not possess a firearm. 

For their understanding that mis- 
use of Oregon's natural resources is 
not a minor offense, Oregon Wildlife 
gives a Tip of the Hat to these con- 
cerned judges. 

HATCHERIES THREATENED BY FUND CUT 
roduction capacity for millions of 

salmon and steelhead will be lost, 
and several fishery management 
programs crippled, if the National 
Marine Fisheries Service goes ahead 
with a 15-percent budget cut on 
cooperative, federal/state efforts on 
the Columbia River and the ocean, 
according to the Oregon Depart- 
ment of Fish and Wildlife. 

These fund reductions would 
force the closure of up to three de- 
partment-operated hatcheries on the 
Columbia River and the Wahkeena 
Rearing Pond near Multnomah Falls. 
In all, these hatcheries and the pond 
produce and rear about 5.5 million 
coho salmon, four million fall chi- 
nook and about 700,000 steethead. 
The affected hatcheries include the 
Gnat Creek, Kiaskanine and Oxbow 
facilities. 
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Ed. Note: At press time, the federal 
government is considering lesser 
fund cuts that could prevent 
hatchery closures. 

"All of these hatcheries are oper- 
ating at, or below, a bare minimum 
budget now. Additional fund cuts 
will force us to close down some 
sites so we can continue to operate 
others," Fisher said. 

These federal funds, administered 
by the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), are provided 
through a federal law known as the 
"Mitchell Act". For decades, this act 
of Congress has funded hatcheries 
and other programs to compensate 
for salmon and steelhead losses 
caused by dams on the Columbia 
River. Now, the Gramm-Rudman 

Deficit Reduction Act is forcing 
across-the-board cuts in all federal 
programs. 

Oregon fishery officials have sev- 
eral problems with the current 
round of cuts, according to Fisher. 
First; the 15 percent reduction is 
more than required under Gramm- 
Rudman. The figure is inflated be- 
cause NMFS has chosen to protect 
other federal programs from reduc- 
tions, thus forcing a greater burden 
on hatchery and fish management 
programs in Oregon and Washing- 
ton states. 

State officials are also concerned 
that these decisions were made by 
NMFS without consultation with a 

fected state agencies. 
The third major concern is that 

the NMFS plan is just a larger exam- 
pie of a gradual federal withdrawal 



CAN C4IJSE FISI-j4QSSES 
ack of rain this winter and a be- 

low normal snow pack in Northwest 
mountain ranges could lead to major 
fish losses in the Columbia River Ba- 
sin, according to Columbia Basin 
fish managers. 

Young salmon and steelhead 
moving downstream during the 
mid-March through August migra- 
tion period will have a tough time 
negotiating multiple dams and res- 
ervoirs in the system because of low 
water flows. For instance, salmon 
and steelhead moving out of the 
Snake River Basin must pass 
through eight dams and reservoirs 
before reaching unobstructed pas- 
sage to the sea. 

Biologists warn that low flows 
will slow down migration rates, and 
make the young fish more vulnera- 
ble to losses from predation, tur- 
bines, and from failure to reach the 

:ean at the proper time for good 
,urvival. These circumstances can 
cause losses amounting to 90 per- 
cent or more of the total migrating 
population. 

The result of drought conditions, 
then, is fewer fish migrating to the 
ocean, and potential declines of 
adult chinook and steelhead returns 
in years ahead. 

Young fish journeying to sea, par- 
ticularly spring migrants, depend on 

of funding from a variety of federal- 
ly-mandated fishery programs over 
the past several years. Other pro- 
grams facing reductions include 
screening and fish passage efforts in 
the Columbia River Basin and a vari- 
ety of data gathering and harvest 
management programs. 

The data gathering efforts are cnt- 
ical for monitoring ocean harvests 
for groundfish and salmon, both to 

anage quota fisheries as well as 
ck catches as part of international 

agreements. 
"Many of these programs were 

begun at the federal level with a 
commitment that federal funds 

high flows to literally flush them 
downstream to the sea. Under ideal 
circumstances, the vast majority of 
fish move quickly through the slow- 
water impoundments behind the 
dams, and pass the dams either by 
going over in spilled water or 
through specially-designed bypass 
systems. 

Many dams do not have fish by- 
pass systems and, at those dams, 
when the water flow goes through 
the spinning blades of power tur- 
bines, most of the small fish also go 
through the turbines as weil. Spill- 
ing water at such dams means that 
most fish will go through with the 
spill instead of through the turbines. 
At dams with bypass systems, the 
fish are diverted away from the tur- 
bines. 

As a variety of water users corn- 
pete for this year's reduced supplies, 
fishery agencies and treaty tribes 
will be pressing the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers - the operators 
of the hydroelectric system - to 
provide salmon and steelhead runs 
with an equitable share of that wa- 
ter. According to the Northwest 
Electric Power Planning and Conser- 
vation Act of 1980, fish and power 
are to be managed on an equal basis. 
Even in a crisis. 

would be available to cover the 
costs. With that provision, the states 
agreed to participate because we be- 
lieve these programs are important. 
However, federal support has been 
declining for several years while the 
states have been forced to cover 
more and more of the expenses. We 
simply can't do that anymore. These 
cuts will mean reduction or elimina- 
tion of programs," Fisher said. 

Because management budgets are 
already so tight, even a lessen de- 
dine in the NMFS allocation may 
still force some major cutbacks, in- 
cluding hatchery closures, according 
to Fisher. 

Help Wanted: 

SHARE '88 
Site 
Host, 
Assistant, 
Resource, 
Educator 

SHARE is your opportúñW 
to spend this summer living at 
a department wildlife area or 
hatchery as a part-time volun- 
teen site host, assistant, re- r 

source person and/or educator. 
Successful applicants will be 
provided a free site and hook- 
ups for their motorhome, traile 
or camper and the opportunity 
to work closely with depart- 
ment employees. 

SHARE volunteers will greet 
visitors and assist department 
employees with duties from 
fish stocking and raising up 
land birds to grounds work. 
They may also contribute spe- 
cial skills as a resource person 
and lead tours of their site. Op- 
portuflitieS are located 
throughout Oregon. Service 
period will range from 10 to 20 
weeks between April and No- 
vember, depending on the site. 
Applications should be re- 
ceived by May 1, 1988. 

If you would like a SI-lARE 
application or more informa- 
tion, write to: 

iSHARE Volunteer Program 

IOregon Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 
P.O. Box 59 
Portland, OR 97207 

or call: Cliff Hamilton 
Oregon Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 

L2295426 
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Chinook Summary 
Available Soon 

The Oregon Department of Fish 
and Wildlife has begun a process to 
produce a management plan for the 
state's coastal chinook salmon 
stocks. Development of the plan is 
expected to take about a year. 

Phase one of the process has al- 
ready been completed, however. 
Oregon research biologist Jay Nicho- 
las and David Hankin of Humboldt 
State University in California have 
written a comprehensive report that 
compiles most known information 
about Oregon coastal chinook life 
histories, and status of individual 
stocks. 

This 360-page document will 
serve as an important reference vol- 
urne during plan development. A 16- 
page summary of that report is also 
being prepared. Anyone interested 
in receiving that summary when it is 
completed should fill out the ad- 
dress form below and return it to 
the address shown. 

Names compiled from these sum- 
mary requests will also be added to 
a list of people to receive periodic 
updates on chinook plan develop- 
ment as the work progresses. 
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Commission Selects Wildlife Art 
An oil painting depicting a trio of 

western, or Great Basin, Canada 
geese on a misty winter morning 
has been chosen as the 1988 Oregon 
Waterfowl Stamp. The Oregon Fish 
and Wildlife Commission selected 
the artwork, painted by Darrell Da- 
vis of Hood River, during a March 18 
business session. 

Davis, who is the second Oregon- 
ian to win the competition, is accus- 
tomed to coming in first. He was the 
selected artist for the 1987 Oregon 
Trout Stamp, and a frequent winner 
in the Ducks Unlimited stamp corn- 
petition. 

The painting will be reproduced 
as a print for sale to collectors, and 
as a stamp required of waterfowl 
hunters in the state. The stamps are 
also popular with collectors. This se- 
lection is the fifth and final in a se- 
ries of Oregon's geese that began 
with the first state waterfowl stamp, 
a painting of dusky Canada geese, in 
1984. 

The 56 entries in the annual com- 
petition were the largest number of 
competitors so far in the five-year 
history of the program, and also the 
best, according to Wildlife Division 
Chief Rod Ingram. "The works sub- 

mitted this year definitely had the 
highest overall quality level we've 
seen," Ingram said. 

In related action, the commission 
decided to devote the next stamp 
series to retriever dogs, beginning 
with the Labrador retriever in 1989. 
Ingram, in proposing this approach, 
noted that 43 other states also pro- 
duce waterfowl stamps; most depict 
ducks. Since the collector market 
brings considerable income to the 
state waterfowl management pro- 
gram, offering a unique alternative 
may increase collector sales, accord- 
ing to Ingram. 

The 1959 Federal Duck Stamp fea- 
tured a dog, but Ingram said he 
knew of no other state that had tak- 
en this approach. "We would be 
producing something different to at- 
tract regular waterfowl stamp collec- 
tors, while also expanding our mar- 
ket to people interested in hunting 
dogs," he said. 

The 1990 waterfowl stamp will be 
the golden retriever, followed by the 
Chesapeake in 1991. Each stamp wi 
feature the dog pictured in a water- 
fowl habitat. Art guidelines will rule 
out showing dead birds as part of 
the work. 

© 



- DESIGNER CRITTERS 
Can you "outdesign" Mother Nature? 

Inch after inch, mile after mile, 
a figure crawls over the hot 
sand. His lips are deeply 

cracked; weakness and fatigue 
can be seen each time he reaches 
out to pull himself along. The rest 
of the desert is still, except for an 
occasional lizard emerging to 
check the heat. The man crawls 
toward water only he can see, for 
there is no water in the desert. 

Is this the picture you think of 
when you see the word "desert?" 
There are many kinds of deserts, 
but one thing is certain: deserts 
are not good places for 
humans to 

live, unless Ç' 
they also bring 
their own food, 

..?: 

water, and shelter - 

along with them. 
But this is not true of 

-her desert animals. They have 
JAPTED (a feature of how they 

are built, or something they do, 
that helps them live in a place) to 
the dry desert. Another way to say 
it is that these animals have solved 

the problems of living in the des- 
ert. How? 

First, what problems do desert 
animals have? Here's a short list: . Getting rid of excess body 
heat (the heat produced by the 
body as it works) . Carrying fat deposits 
(needed for lean times, but fat also 
insulates the body 
by keeping 
heat in) 

. Keeping vital organs 
away from the hot ground . Desert animals have adapted, 
or changed over thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of years to 
be able to live in the desert. We 
often credit "Mother Nature" for 
seeing to it that animals can sur- 
vive in their environments. What 
if you were trying to design an 

animal that could live in the 
: desert? What would it look 

í like? What would you 
*I name it? 

:' :T: w 

c',- - 

. Avoiding 
k :- the desert sun 
::" (especially in summer) . Keeping water inside 

the body 
. Living through periods of 

drought (no water) . Finding sources of water . Raising offspring without 
much water (especially mam- 
mais, which provide milk for their 
offspring) 

Try your hand at desert animal 
design. See if you can design a 
new animal that has solved all 
the problems of desert living listed 
above. Draw a picture of the 
animal. Then name it. Have a 
contest with your friends or in 
your class. Who can design the 
best-ADAPTED desert animal? 
Can you "outdesign" Mother 
Nature? 

By Bill Hastie 
Illustration: Sharon Torvik 



Using the Wildlife Tax 

Checkoff not only keeps our 
wildlife from singing the 
blues, it can give them 
something to dance about. 

What's more, for a song 
You can get something to 

dance about too: a limited 
edition, color poster of our 

great blue heron. Just give 
$10.00 or more, on the 
Wildlife Tax Checkoff or 

directly, and then write to 

Great Poster, P.O. Box 59, 

Portland OR 97207. 

Got it? DO 

SOMETHING WILD 

and get it. 

'OREGONl 

506 SW Mill Street r 
LWiId 

po Box 3349 
Portland, OR 97208 
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