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'i:1C U.S. Fish -and-;";Udli.f.c-.Scnlice monitors und (!Valll.ltcs the run 
~" tC"t. \ \ 
5 l::es, t ir.ling 2nd C~Il'fx,s i tion of salmon ana s tcelhc.:td n':i1S in to 

t,!,(: Kla.Tat.'1 ar,d Tr inity. Rivers together wi to t~e harvest LJt.e:.> j;d 

.::~t.:.~ levels of Indian fishing on the RCSCf'.'.)t il):1. 1\ soal is s ....:t 
., 
!. 
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h .. ldlife Servi.:e biolog ists use the bicrrr.atlOl1 the'! 

~~ Fr~uic~ whether more or less oou1 t. Eisn tl:a~'1 ..lr(; n,::'':'J::c-j 

.:,,~ u".::.r:t·/ :J[ :·: t?Qu1a~or·/ .;ction------ ... ... .. _--­
!~.i.s ...:tion 13 prc~sed as .3.1"\ exercise of- tile tru:..;t resr.or.!Jlbill~:/ 


c: t..-.~ Se.::r~t.;ry of thc ' I:1terior to protect fishery r0s;:;ur.:es ..:.;yj 

I 
,I 
\ 
j 1:' t:.0 ri\"ers t.'at flo".. through Ule Hoop.) V.:tllc:y IndLm Hese:;'lr:.ltl.cr,) • 
J 

'I;.e C'8r.ti~~0j v.:llue of t!idt risht deper.cs en tb~ cs ntinucd pre:sf_:',e .-, 

c: f':'sh in t:ht river. 'Il10 right o[ the Ir.di.:ms to ti s h in tl-.o~ . ·? _ 

• ~ (. 9 - - ) "."'1l .;. . ~ 

:3 .:..: rcL.ry 

~" ~ ~ I 2 - U t~ 9a7 (19 ~ ­
I cert. ·.... enl~"1 ':> 00 . Ib). 


t.:> r.rcr.::Ji<:dt0 rcgulaticn:> to protc'ct t.k.!t ri<jh!.:. is !:GI~~ .J 


:;-:. -i3 U.S.c. §1~57, 25 U.S .C . §2 ~r.J 59, 2S U.S.C. §2 C2, .Jr.:j t~l(; 

.• Ft..-': =-=~i".i:::~tior. Flan No.3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1~ (; 2). 
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C~jectives 

I 
':'her e are t,.,o primarY, cbjecth't:!s for the proposed rC':iuLltion.c,; 

1.. ",:.) D€~i t the L,di.J.ns of the Hes~(votL:m t~i (·~:.::rcis~ tr:c::u 
I 
, 

thc_~se!. :J3tion !Or the fishir.~tocks. 

T~~ I~di2I'.s of t..'e Reserva.tion [";lust exo(ci::;e t:..heir fishir:~ 

r:c;hts in 3 r.l)nner th.:lt ·.... i 11 root result in tl: ·: dC:;t:-llCt icn .)E 

';:4 U.S . .;4 (1973). This is so, not cI~l,! LC:C.'lU3e c1L:!:it::-ljc~i.)n ct 

t. 

the fish St0CJ.\S woulJ int~rt:~re wi ttl th~ rl\jlllS of 0~he::s ct. f. 


t::e l\r2s~r·..ation, but alS0 ~c:!U5e the ':r:diJi.s' ri~r.t to Ii::;:. on 


t!:~ K':S·';:::·"3tion would t.€ccme n·.eaningle:;;:; i~ ~1C rJ '.'-2[S were 

~":'L.:'.:.11y, tr ibal sover:1.n~nts ~ould under take the r(.gulation 

\n.::cess.::.ry to assure tr.at Lhe indivir:!~31 ELihing efiorts 0:: the i r 
\ 

1
1 

or des::rOi"ing the r~SOUL"ce. Tr ibal rC'julat ion, hC¥"I~v(::: I h~:~ 

cr:~ cf \-.hich ao<:!s :'.ot currently have 0 functlGniny t:.ric.31 

s..: ....e:L7-2r.t. B~c~usc of the obligation ;J":; trustee t::, pres'.::c,e 

z..",o ~rutEct I:1di.3.:1 reSOllrC(!S, the Dci?.:lrUTJC:1l of the In~(:::: jc)[ 

• 
prcrx:sc?.5 :0 cor.tinue excrc:i.s i~':i its au t.!-.or i Ly to rr~:aCje t-'-2 

fis~er:! ::t:SOl.:rc~ ur.lil the Tr ib~s .:sre ·~,JfX.l::'1\3 of cicing i: 

http:t:.ric.31
http:n.::cess.::.ry
http:L,di.J.ns
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I 

2. To provide a reasoI1.:!ble opportunity to all Indians of the 
, I 

Reserva~ion i to e~ercise their fishing ri3hts. 

!1 !. I f th . f .Federa1 reg~ at1in '0 e exerClse 0 Ir.dLJn fis,1ing rights 

rust ~ canductea in a manner that does not exclLlcc Ereln i i.:;hir.g 

or.y Ir.di3.."1 whoJas the right to fish. t'i.:l50n v. SCl1TlS, 5 f. 2d 

,f' 
255 (Vi.O. ~""as.~. 1925). Because of tr.:ditio:15 and location 0f 

, .., '. '''; 

Ir.di.m ccr.:'1lunity~s, the Indian fisheries are large:ly pl.KE-crif=nL.~;. 

Tte tr .:tJi tions dod cul~ure of the Hoopa and YuroK. fkoples ITIake 
I 

I
it difficult for these traditionally fisllir.g U[X iver to fish 

I 

co...nrivcr. For that reason, downriver fishing rust ~ :.cgulatcd 
I 
i 

in a ffi3r.r.er that provides an adequate esc3perr~nt for both 
I 

~~a~ni~s ~nd upriver harvc3t. 

~is~cry of ?~~~latory Actions 

-
'l.'1e first £E::5eral regulations governing the Indian fishGry on we 

E.Jcpa V3l1ey I i'.dicn R'?servatlon were promulgated in 1977. 42 F. iL 

~G904. T~2~e r~;~~atio~s limited the length of nets in relation to 

• "J F.R. 3C047. Sct-r.ettin0 w.)s iorbidden belo'''' the lIighwClJ 101 Lr idg(; 
I 

; 
.;-,. ~ d~· ift-r.t:t.tii10 Y,'CS forbidd.:m t~tween Johnsor,:3 .:u:d tl.e liigr,·...,;~: 10 j, 

1 

",-1 


::-: ter;:s ct t.'1c ""idth ct the river where the n\::t was llSc:-d. 'I'I h: :-r.'O'~r. 

-1r-.oE fi~!; C3.L.S~t on t~,e Tr inity Riv~r W t... .. .J C[ ,-;;libi tu',i. 


- ~" ,I,> : , /', ', ., 1/ ." 
.. . ~ ~ /' ..- .' . 
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fish caught on the Kl~th River was permitted from July 15 to 

Septerrber 10, 1978. ,Certain periods of the week were closed to 
I • 

fi~~ing. The closed period was different below the Highway 101 
I 

bridse. 

The 1973 r~~ulations provided for in-season adjustments. The first 

t'r;':) in-season adjust.T:ents rearranged the fishing hours so they 

cc.:urrQd at. ti.~es of 'the day roore convenient for Indicm fishers. 
I . 

T~~ ~~ird in-season adjustment closed all fishing belo# the Highway 
i 

101 brics~ ru~d banned the sale of fish. This change was made 
I 

t~.::a'.1sa ciat.l indicated that the fish run w.:?s substantially srrdler 

th.m ex::-ected. The four th in-sc.::lson adjust.T,cnt rcscir.d2Cl the !:.:..:tn on 

fi.s~ir.:; c€:low t.~e bridge once the Eish run was essenti;~lly over. 

Interrelationship ·.... ith ether Jurisdictions 
~ 
. 11 

\­

\·;hen the third in-season adjustment was 

in 19i5, t..~e State of California agreed 

; J 
\) [ . 

prcmulgated by the Depurt;r.ent 

t.o a bun on sport. fishi:lg t.y 

~n-!r.dians at the sa~ time~ ~lId places where Indian fishing WilS 

f0rbidden. A limitation on sport fishing contributes to t..~e prE:S2r­

\'3tion of the fishing stocks cE:cause it red~ices the level of or 
.10 r t 

cli:r.ir.3.tes spcrt harvest on"tr.e Reservation. It also incre~es ti.e 

'Wi::':ir.9ness of Indi.:ms to comply with the r'.:str ictions ~se-J on 

.. " .~ .,.. /;.. l Y ~ )
,,- ' '--'-6. ( r ~ 

\. 
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T~e fish and g~T.e laws of ~~e State of California do not aprIl to
i 
1 t.~c taking of fi~ or ! game on the Reservation by Indians of Wilt 

i 
J 


!<-t:servation. The Stat e 'laws do p0rmi t the tl1king of fi!3h by ot.'1l![.S 


j 
1 but. restrict , the nunne[ cf fishir.g to angling c'n the Klamat..'1 <1r.d 
J 

I 
,I 'I'ri~ity Rivers. State law also forbids the sule of fish c3l!ght on 


t:.ese Rivers. In 1978, the catch by California sport fishers was 


reported to ~ J, 800 salmon. (The 1978 catch infOrTIlilt.ion fori 
1 

st~rscc~ a~d steelr.ead is not available.),, 

! 
! 

I ':'h~ :e~art:::-21:t of the Inter ior is currently attempting to enCOl.lr .1ge 

• 
~.e P2...:ii i.: Fi.shery ;'!anagerr.ent CCL!Tlcil, which regulates off-sr.orc 

ti~~.t2:: :25, to assist b the ~f(ort to incrc3.se the s,)lrion n'::1S i:1to 

tr.e Ri\'er t..'1r.::..w;h a reduction in the allow.'!ble catch of r..:"e occ~;o 

troll .=::d ri2creational fleets. Should this be accomZiJ ishc'Cl, Indian 

fisr.i:-,9 ri.;t;ts ....·culd t~ enhanced by i.rr.provem'2nt of their fishing 

c:;;o:::tunity c.r,d Cy increased sp<.lwning escapcnent. Such restrictl0!13 

in w'1e ccean .....ould possibly me.:ln th.::it the Ir.Jians could harvest :~ore 
., ' r) 

fl::h withct.:t C2!l\aSE: to the fishery res~ur.~e. !J)~'! (" ',r' ,".", ' .-- .. {, . 
... / , I'!' / I, . .f -' " ',', . ' . A . ' . , I. oJ ~ ,. .­

~ ,. I ~ 1:-' ,~ V! ,-, ~ . ~ .' : " t'l:' I • :" , .' ~ I ,.' . ~ , ~ ~. f ..,.., ("', ~) t. /1 
' . ., I~ , ~, I Ar:. /' -t - -/ ? 
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SEcrION II! 
III 

DESCRIPTICN OF THE [',{ISTIt\G ElNIHOl-R-lE:.rf 
I I 

NATt.JAAL ElM ROm-:ENT 

Tt~c Kl3.-:'at.~ River :watershed (Figure 2), an ex tens ivcly forested .)rea
I : I 

c(~~ini~g l3r;c st~ds of virgin tinmer, druins approximately
I I 

15,6CO s~~re ~iles in Oregon illld Californio. OVer 3,000 S~U3re , . 
I 

:;-;11.:s of this drainage is below Iron Gate Da11\. Mc.:,st of t.~e drai•..:lse 
I ; 

:"n Calitor:1l.J lies within the oowldaries of U1C Si:{ lhvers, f\12!;~t.I-), 

Sh.::sta, '::'00 Trinity Nati.:m31 Forests, while the lo\"er 42 miles of 

River Iand 10~cr 16 miles of the 1'r ini ty River lie 'iii thi01 
I 

of the Hccpa Valley Indi.:m Reserv.:ltion. tI!'}h cl'; ';.:ltion 

~.::.ks exce~.ai::g 9, oeo feet occur ne3r thc h~.:ld ·..,r3.tl!(S cf the Trir:i ty 

River in L":.e l'rinity Alps and Scott Hountains, 3nd r.ur.erous p.::o.:::::; 

ar.::: ri::::.;..:s ~xcecdir.g 5,000 feet in elev.:ltion occur throughout t.!-.c 

~~t~rsted. Mt. Shasta, at 14,161 feet, borders ele e.:l~t0rn limit of 

t~~ Sr~sta River. 

T:-.e Kl.a:r.ath River flows west·....ard frC;fll Iron Gate Dum, joins with t.~e 

Shast3. and Scott Ri'."crs and then turns soutl~warc1 and l.nites with LI-)e 

Sal~n River. After joinu'g with the Trinity River, its large~t 

t= itut3ry, t!").c Kl'l!11at.~ River d13nges course at fJeitchp2c and fl(]"s 

lr. a n-Jrthwcst·....ard dite~tion b2fore emptying into the Pacific GC'-::an 

r.-2.:l:- RC:.~~.:l, C.::l ifornia. The Tr ini ty River dr uins 2,970 squo[l:: ::liles 

.... h.:.le U:~ St:~sta, SCOtt, 3n,i Sill:!:cn Rivers e3ch huve dr.:lin~go .:lr0.::s 

• 
c,::-:~t' 15i·:"'.9 ':PFrcxirr:3tC!1~' 000 squ2.re milL:s. 

8 
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t The Klarrath River' Basin has historically supported large runs of \ ! 
I II I I ~ \ ' i 

salxm, steelhead ir<ft ~d sturgeon. These stocks hc1ve made
i 
J iIip::rtant contributio~il to sport and corrurercial. f ishet ics in ~al itorni" l!\[- I ... ~ <:'" J, Jht' I ~ e 1/ ; J r ./ l ~ • . 


:\ 
~ a..,c they have Ptovtd~ 1 a mainstay of Indian econoi1¥ and subsistence ( 


1
•t in the area. Concern bver the depletion of tilis valuable resource 

i . Ii 
i ~Tersed around the turn of the century and has accelerated in recent 
,1 . ,'c'·,·,·(/·~ . 1.)"!(III'( /v'(" ." •• " •~ .....l 1 'thlI C2~~es COlr.Cl~ent 

I 
: Wl 

, 
expanded l~Jging!and fishing operations and 

! . I 

i C2' tuildins activity. I 
~ 
I 
I X~;rRCt-ICUS F!SH
I 
i .;r.::.d:::c....x:l!..:s fish, 
., 
t 

I 

I 
POPUIATICNS 

I 

ocean 'fish that ascend fresh '.Vater rivers for 

S;-2:.....·.... ir.g, a::e scught in the Klaffi3th River system for subs istence,

•
I 
I 

~er~~nia1, s~0r~ and ccmmercial reasors. The fish that bL~in their 

•I s;:a....-r.;.ng runs are usually three to fOLlr years old ar:d are sexually

i 
! 
 i,·.::tU~e. Th~ s.)l:ron will mke a sp3wning run unly once ar~ die 


I . sl"..)rtly .:;.fter they spawn. Steelhead trout m.:1y Jroke a sp.::lwning run . 

, I 
1 
I ~ ."" I{)",,--o · , - .,W~tl l! l l . ( ; • J ' . 

t::t::.::e 0r fcur times in their life cycles. A feN irrnuture fish ~ay 


1 ir.2.ke the run, but will r2turn to the ocean. The iITlfOrtant fish ar~: 

I 
I .:.'l:nx;'; or king salron (Oncorhynchlis tshawytsc~~), coho or silver
I 
! 

;__ ;·.~:·.c~f: S31;:)(;n: Chinook sLllrron runs in tho Kl.:::::;tJth I{ivt::r ccc.:ur 

• 
,:..;:: i~. ; t:-:e s~:r ing (~1arc!1 through Jun~ .md now..::lly !.x~.J.king in r'12Y) 



: I 

i I 
j I 
I , 

j 11 

j //
i /

spring-run fish travel upstream rapidly until reaching resting 

; i .. .. .
p<A>ls ~'here they ,rem.:un ln a seml-qUlesccnt st.:lte untll they begin 

, I .': I 
s~a~ing in ~id-September. Spawning streams utiliz€:d by spr i:lg-rl;n I 

I 

! i 
chir.ook sal.7IOn include the Trinity River,.·South Pork-'l'rinity River, . 

S.3.l.1)C)n Ri'Jer, Clear Creek, Elk Creek and Scott River (CcJ.ifornia 

r~part!7:ent: of Fish 'and Game Letter Report, ~larch 24, 1978).' 

Historically the spring r~ chinook salmon were the larg0r, or 
i 

cc:n.ir.'::'''1t: sal..,cn run in the Klamath River. HO·.oJcv~r by the mid 1940 IS 

I• tI:-: spr ing n:n became diminished <:13 a result of the heavy pre--193_4_ \,)~.~\'" 
_---. - - -- ~ , J 2.·.--_.-.. - ----- - i t/ !J·\~ 


cc~~rcial fisheries in the River. and the adverse imPClCts on fish k' 

i 

tati t3.t b tl".e watershed .. The fall run becarr:e dominant ut tllat 

t~c, i~ part 2S a result of the influence of stockings Erom hatcheries 

whL::..~ ccn..:e:ntrated on building the felll rLl.."1. from a low 0[\ 300 Eisn •~ f 

! . ';"- ­I ' 
•I j 

: 

in tt.e 1950's tr.e sprin~ run chinook popul~tions huve L1CrCelsed to I ~ 1 
.:t : . ~ , 

L!.11 estl:..ated 10,000 adult fish. The hatchery rrcgrams concentratir.g , ., 

0.'1 tte spring run' appear to be fairly succes3fu1 now, and on a long • I • 

te~ basis tLe California DeparUMcnt of Fish and Game would like to 
, , • t t r r .~ ~ . !~

-"","'- . . 


see a."1 escaperrent of 20,000 spr ing chinook into U1e River. 


Fall-run chinook 5.3L-non ascend t..'1e River in August and begi:i to spa:...m 

in C~t~ber. Spawning occurs from October through DEccm!::>er and peai<s 

in ~:c';e:-:-.tcr. The majori ty of chinock salmon spu...ming habitat, in tr.e 

Tr ini ty 8.:lsin is locatc-d between Le',vi.ston Dam .:1I':d Junct ion City .:iI" • .J 

• in L~e Scuth Fork Trinity River. Principle fall rur. spadni~g ar~as 



I 
j 
I 

I
I.I 

I ' 
J 

I 
r in the Kl~na~~ River Basin include the S~L~n River, Shasta River,
i I 
~ Scott River and Blue Creek. Little spawnin':J no,.., occurs in the 
I 
~ ?fonr~rly heavily utilized section of the Klulr.ath River loc~ted 

i::::z~diately below Iron Gate Dam (CDFG Letter Report, Burch 24, • 
107S). D3!r.s which have blocked gravel recrui br,e:nt in this reach for 

sever31 dec2.des are prcbably n'Ost responsible for the decline. 

1:-1 19,8 the fall chinook run into the Klamath River was an €sti:ratcd 
__ ,,\:'c,'.,,-t~,"-.t JI'~'1·,jald qIJesf'(J}·.,l/l' 6jJc-1i.l'II;'f.?esc-l;klifr;1/.if j(),()~{> _"r.lu,.1(:t-~ I~/),: 

126,000 fis!1. ~nen'comrr,erci3l, subsistencc and sport fishery cl·",,;z.-/rJ {"""I'
'1 I 

harvest is subtracted, Sp.::.wnlJig escapement was less than Ule estirratE::d 

115,000 acults n~cessary to p~rpetuutG the run ut 197C-1977 le"Jels . 

• C;)ir.~:< s.:llxn nO!1ilZllly. inlti<lte their sea",' ,1rd migration 90 to 1S0 

j
, 1 d.::;.y~ after er.,crsir.g frcii1 the gr~v,?L rl'his migrdtion process be:sins in 
1 
I 

~:~r;:h, pea~s cur ing the :'~ay-June high runoff r~r iod .md ends by i~ugL!st 

,l
1 

c-~.::ff(;'.:t ar..d Smith, 1950). A few fish rE:!ITIain in fresh water foc a 
1 

1 
.-4 

~.i year. 
-/
I 

'1
, l , 

In "A Prel u&liru!ry Survey of Fish and Wildlife Resources of North',.,restern1 
C.3.lifor;1ia ll prepared by the U.S. Fish and 'i-lildlif2 Service i:1 1960, 

it was stat.~d that annual runs of 100,000 to 125,000 sllln'.:m were 

c.Jr.sicen::-d pr~sent--c..1Y 81J2rages. The FWS rq::oct, refer r ir.g to CDFG 

CStlrr.::.ticr.s thtlt the Tr ini ty Hivc-r sp.)wnir.g run!:; of 1955-56 were 

cOf:'.prisc-d ot 35,000 .:mu 55,000 chinoc!< salmon, respectively, not'2-d 

t.-.':' t these estiffi3tes prcoobly rer,;rcsented cne-t.hir~ ~o on(~hal ~ of, -,f '/ ,: t' ' ,\ " It (! '; : .,.., , ' H-: ~ (' :.',' J'7' -, " .",

(} III!"" ".~ , - I '/ 

t1:C enti:-e Kl.::.rnuth River run. A t-.JgginCJ pro<Jruill .:md <J.crial reed : 
t, ­

':Cl.::lt h 1955 resulted ill u run :,iz\~ estir.:.t:tion of 52,000 chir.cc.; 

http:6jJc-1i.l'II;'f.?esc-l;klifr;1/.if


-~~~i', _M 

i 
~ 

I. 13 

, Ii 
! 

t salm:m 1Il the Kl~thl River system that year, a run which the FiiS 
i I I' 

report referred to as:unusually I small. The report ~lso noted that t 
I II :' , 11 

an estimated 4, COO chinook saloon slXlwned in tr ibutar ies downstrcillll' 

from the Trinity Rive~ confluence, with Blue Creek supporting n~st 
i I 

of the activity. 

. I 
i 

B~rton, Haley and stohe (1977) reported chinook salmon escapeIT~nts 
c: 7S,COJ in we Trinity River ~low Lewiston uXl in 1963, ·.."lth an 

a:~ual ~ver~se of 30,500 during the p8riod 1968-72, and 4,007 durir.g 

~~e y~ars 1973-1975. This indicates an ovcrul189 percent reduction 

:..n !::?,::•.,-r;ir'9 activi ty beu..een 1963 and 1975. l>.ciul t chinook sa1:-:-o>l 

• 
r~t~r~ to the 7rinity Rivers trapping facilities and hatchery 

~t·",:cen 1959-76 have .remained relatively imifonn, runging f:or.l 2,53G 
" 

! 
I 

to 11,381 ar.'-1t!ally ,while averaging about 6,200 b,::t\vcen 1959-72 C!.r.d J 
a'Jer.3.gi~g about 6 / 800 tz:tweeen 1973-76. ; HGturns to the Iron G:)tc 

Hatchery have increased from approximately 3,000 dur ing the yeu::::s 
- I r .'.e f,-,, : 11:,1il ,J ,1/1 -{,I!',oI ', i ' 

1966-69 to ove: 10,000 in 1974-75: 


C~inoOK SuLlen return to spawn in the Kl~lth and Trinity Rivec3 

-If!'" i,. ,/:_,; : .. ;, 'J ,­

.:I.d tr.~ir tributaries, as well uS U1e Iron Gate Hatchery, The total 
t 

m.l!7~r c£ fish which reach the~c ureas to spawn should ap2roxiIT'.2.::e 

1:5,080 adult chinook s31n~n, 

Co:-.o S.=:l:TCn: Coho saL1lOr1 begin e:-itering the KJ.:un~th Rivor in 

SC;::tCJ.7,!:,c:: wit.~ rur.s peakir.'J in October and Novc:r:bC!r .:md ~r~dir.s Ly

• .!.J~e [..2CE:fil.:-::r, Sp<::l'..ming cccur:3 fP..:linll' in l'Jovc-J.lcr c:md DecE:':!J:,cr, 
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J Coho sal~n prefer 
I 

smaller streams than chinook salmon,' and it is 
. I 


; I 


-, believed that they utilize many tributaries to the Klamath und 
) 

: I' 
Trinity Rivers for ~pawning. 

JU\;~nile coho saL-ron prefer srnall tr ibutar ies .Jod at t:lr.iCS o..1c~lv\..!ly 

-I -
LI::'sr .;:.te inco such ·strea.'n.5. Coho sIDOl ts nOrTc.ally enter the occ:anI 

. ~ 
" 1 

af~Er h~ving spent about ~ yeur. in fresh w~ter. PCuks of ~uolt 
! 

II.iS=:- at-ion occur dur ing Apr il and Hay und al] lin uur 111g Scpte!l'.!:i.:r .:.:-.d 

C'<.:~0b.2~ (E2d1y, 1973). 

-I 
1 ~is:or:e3.11y, echo salmon have not utilized the Klar..ath River s~'stem 
I 
1 
I e.s €:x~c.::;si·.;ely as have chinook salmen. The size.:tble runs ·"hich 
f 

currei1tly exist on the Trinity River probably stcm i:1 lurge p.)c:. 

ire;:-. the Trinity River H.J.tchery rele(]se prC'Xjrom. Holsbcrg (1972), 

~~d ttc L~~\~ (1960j survey, list the mean historical annual spa~ni~g 

esc.J.?G~ent of coho saL~n in the Klamath River syst~~ at 20,000, 

~hile Coots (1967) placed the escapcff~nt et 8,000. Coho sal~n 

ret.:.lrr.ing to the Trinity River and Iron Gate h.J.tcheries appe<!r to 

e~:''1ib: t aSundance peaks in thrt:e-ycar cycles. 

~t~elhecd Trout: Stcelhe2C remain in the GCe~l c~e to three y~~rs 

txfcre t..'10ir initial sr,;}·...ning nm, am IT'£IY spdwn three or fcur tiIT:'..:s 

C_lr:"r-.g tr...:':'r life. In the Klaruth River S:fstcm, it is beliE:'/cd ::~;~t 

:-.~_jt s~(:el.~.(;2d s~a'./Il only C(lCC (OXG Letter Rq:ort, i'-1urch 24, 1:J78). 

'lr.'2 !\lc.;:~t.I1 nive:.- sy:::;tt?1:l sLlp£X)rts three runs of stcelhcz:.d, a [.)11 

http:lc.;:~t.I1
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rw', wL,ter run and spring or sumner run (V.:l:) Kirk, 1977). Spawning
, I 

OCCJrs frG~ December through' May with peak acth"ity in Febcuary und
I .' . 

}/..acch. 	 11 I 

! 
':'r.e fall ru., rlorrr..."llly enters t11e River in l\ugust, peaks in Sept'2-rrlY.::r 

a!",j continues into Npver.tber. Progressively greater nurrJJers of large 
i 

s~eclhe3d of this run enter the River as tr.e season c~nt!nues, 
I 

utili::i"g s"-lller strt:a..rnG and tr ibut3r ies to Sl?j'.';r.. 

h-ir.ter-r~n st~eH~Gud enter the River in NovC:mCer through February 

e:.:,j s~"'":1 in February through April. A limited run of spring or 

s:l.~r steeL~e::d enters the River in April through June, holds over 

ill C2ep ~~15 .:.nd Sp.:;i.'.vns the following winter" The New River a.-ld 
• 	 . • '" r ~ {II -I v " b~ . . 

S~~CGn ~iv~r ccntdin populations of su~r steelhewd. 

t~~'7.t::ers of steclhead returning to the Trinity Hiver trapping facilities 

~~j h3tc~~ry wveraged 3·035 ~r yewr between 1958-64, 431 annually 

durir.g tIle F€riod 1965-69 and only 186 P2C year since 1970. Only 

13 steelhe.Jd returned to the hatchery durin9 the 1~76-77 s~ascn. 

Trl:s decline is proOacly due to the diversion of ".vater from the 

?:i:tity to the Sacra.r.:ento River. pnnual steelhead returns to the 

Ircr:. G.:lt~ Hatchery on the Klamath River h.Jve consistEntly nurr.t~red 

:"'::~'''''::(:-1 Cile t.'lou~and and th:ee thousand since 1969. 

G:-e€::1 ar.j hhite Sturqeon: The literature refers to I::.oth grecr'. and 

• ,,::i t~ S:::Cl:seOI1 in the Kla...1'.oth River system 2.nd tcth W(?[e c~ptur,:d i:1 

197-1-77 r.~tting cperJtions co.-:ductc·d-by CDFG. 'l'bey ho.ve b::cn 

http:steelhe.Jd
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, I I 

observed well i~and ,n the Klamath and Trinity Rivers with Happy i ' 

: 1·' I 

Camp considered near , ~e upstream limit of their distribution. A I 


" I I ' I 

"sturgeon 	hole" l ,ocatr about 1. 5 km upst-rcam fro:n Orleons may be a ,' 

j I 


r..ajor 5p2:'w.1ing gr,Oundlon the Klamath River as leufling and other 


frantic bE;'.avior 'indicative of spawning or courtship is frequently I 

c::sen'ed there in the spring or early SWTrn<2r (Hoyle, 1976). Other , I 

strca:.-.s in the Klarnat.l) River drainage freqL!ented b'j sturgeon are the 


S~~n, ?rinity and Sout.l) Fork-Trinity Rivers (CDFG Letter Report, 


r-l.1!'ch 24, 	 1978). 


• 	 ?:.e ce'.:li::c ot 2J13.aro:nous fish in the Klamuth River 3ctsin is the 

result of t...~e following :ilctors listed in diminishing order of estir...atc..d 

effect: 

1 Overfishing 

2. Past lc~ging practices ! 

3. After 	effects oJf th~ 19p4 Flood }t,' l j 

't1~("\ ''t{\ t PL\.t..\lt"l')'.t.:U'tS 'l' 
4. Trinity River Division of Central Valley Project 

5. Irrig~tion Diversion~ 

6. 1976-77 Drought effect5 on 5puwnlng 

7. Sea Lion P~eJuticn 

8. Bro',.,.n 	 Trout Prc.cation 

• 	
. I 


} . ( /\ .: ' l ' , .. \ ~ . 
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PrzoJECfIo.'\S FOR 1979 
I 
I 	 ; I 

The 	1976-77 dr::mght resulted in decreased streu.mflows .....hich reduced 
; I 	 : 

t.l;e spav.n and affected j'uvcniles occupying the Rivers dur iog fre!Jh­
: 	 I 

I 

....'.3.:er re;;ring. This factor has r:erhaps the most significant impact 

en tl';c total r.ur.ber of salmon originating in this system avail.:lbl(.! 
1 	 I 

for h.;:rvest in 1979. ISince salrron return to spawn on a 3-4 year 

cycle, it is e:-:pcd ted \that a reduced run will CCCl.lr in 1979-80. 

I:-.;ji.:.)tions of. a substsntial, COJst-Hide problem in this respect 

I 
beC';!'I~ €viC:.::nt last year when the sport catch of thre0-ycZlr old 

c.'1ir.cok saL"Nn (this ~earls returning rWls) \.,a5 only 43% of the 

a\'~::~0 during t::e "bu.se f:eriod" of 1971-1975. 1'}-.t~ extent of 

t Lhir:g in t.:i:e pr icr int~rce!?tir.g fisher les, from Alaska throl'sh 

off-s::orc :ist-.eries of British Colun.bia, v;ashingtu:\ and Oregon, '"Jill 

~.3.ve L~e IT~5t significant L~cdi~te effect on the total nurrner of 

t:-.~se 5311:",,;n which return to tb2 KlcJmth River in 1979. 

, . 1fu1-tJ\,.~ ENVIRON~tENT 

Pr€sent Co~ditions 

.~·.S cr ;'pril, 1977, there ....·t.:rc upproximately 1,4(,0 hcopa Tribal 

;;J.:;..-.·..:xrs t.!13t lbed on t.'1e Reserv.1tion. Since th'..! Yurok Tr: ibe 1:3 r:0t 

Cr';2:::Zea, t::.?r.:~ ~s not reliable d,)ta ilvailable for the Yurok Ir.di<.m 

r':~..:1.:.t.1Gn. 2c;;c-ver, information from the J~ssic ~hort case ir.dic.:::ttes 

for 	yurof. Tr,~;a_~ . ,) , 
L. 1\ _ ! ·1 • '1:i, ~t flo. 

r. ·. ·:::~~:ship. I' ~/; ~ ' "I .::. ... It·,·· ' 
/;'t' ,.,.(", ~.' I j ~~ J S .... . ~.. • ....... . ' J £) .. 
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I·, : ! 
The hoopa Tribal l,'labor force on the Reservation as of April, 1977, 

, I :I : 
I • 

totalled 420 persons. Approx~~tely 57 percent of these were 
I I ' : • , 	 • 
" I 1 

l!;1e.~loyed. Tourism and.forest products compris~ Hoopa's indu~try.
I ' 

'Itc c1Ver2.ge fmnily incorre in 1978 \",2.5 .)pproxirn..Jtely $9, 000 tor these 
i . 

nerscr".s living on the Squ<lre. The unemployment r<lte and family
• 	 I 


I !, • 
, incol7':e is expected to be approximately the same for the Yuroks. 
" 

) 

, : ~);r'e 'o{ 
::~"c ceher :ujor Isource of incorr;e for the IndL:ms o( the Reservat.ion 

I 	 " c~~s frem co~~rcial sal~n fishing. w11ile e~ac~ records afe/n0t 
I. ,r.-/l1d jl-/'drlti'(Ir-~ ~ 

cv.::.ilable , it is known that at least 300 ' cOn1l'OC!rcial f ishing o~rat ion:.:> 

Exist en ~e Reservation. The extent to which any of these 0?e~atior£ 

•
, 
i 

st.:.i:-;~..:;rts lr.di.::n families cannot be determined from the existing 

\ illfQr;-;-.adcn. Infor.:'.3tion trem local sources indicates, ho;.iE!VCr I 

! 
t.hat tJ:c l~cal people depend upon the fishery .J.S an import.;nt source, 'I 

I 

I of s!..:.pp1~nt,Jl inccrrtG. 


U5ir:g sale information frc;n the ~\eredith Fi:;h Corr.pany, a major packing 

~~ny in Oregon, for the period of August 17, 1977 to Nove~e[ II, 

1977, the follcwiI~9 information is nottXl relative to fish sales ty t:.:~ 

1•.':i.::.r.s of tr.c ReOFa Valley Reservation: (l) tI:c:re ,·,'ere 4G8 :: L,h sal,~ 

tr~r~~~tior~; (2) that 136,733 pc~ds of Idrge fish were sold; (3) tr~~ 

-i·:,97l p)cr.cs of meJiu!11 sized fis~ were sold; (4) thcJt 181,704 t.otal 

~L.::'.G5 cf fish were .sold; 2nd (5) th<1t 14,197 fish ....·~re sold "i:-, tctal. 

F!.Ci:l ttls one can esti~.cJte th.Jt L~.e .:lveraCJe fi!~h ",,,,eighcd 12.8 iX,·.l:1ds ::.:rj 

• :"-.~t 75.2'6 of tl'.e fish were l.J.rg~. If it is L:S~~UlTQd t!:~t ti1<? .;!\:-:ras~ 

http:L.::'.G5
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, 
l I

I

• 
sale pr icc equaled $1. SO to $2. 00 per pound, then this catch :I !
. I . I 
j , 

rq:cesents from $ 27,067 to $363,400 in ~incoITe r t~~/ccono~ oE l-~c/; :... f. C " 

~ '~-- /lttV~1&_."t) w.~tu.MtJ}UL '! ~J:': I. " ~f 
J' 

,
E~o?.1 Volley Rese vat~on. However, only 2,507 flsh were sold to;) L)(M. \U.Cn ll.­

i ' ~ 

}',Hedith in 1978. This would represent only $32,-180 in incorr.c t;) 

I 
T!".e 3bove ::-.entic~r figures pro!Jubly represent ol11y a fOrtion cf t.~e 

tct::.l s3le of fi~1 frci7t the Hoop.) V.:.;.lley Rc>serv.J.tion. It is SUS[:ectc.<.l 

t..:ljt:. fish 2re be~rtg sold elsev.'l:ere in C.::.tlitorni.l .::.nd llS far ;:.M3~· as 

N"V~C3 ...-..5 IdallO.i Since these sales have not ceQn de cw,<>ntod • 

c:-.~ C3:1 oaly s!f'.:ul<:lte thJ.t t;.hs:v do reprcs('nt .1 signific<Jnt anDunt 
A . 1~w r o-~ uti ~J1)

ci i~CL~ to ~peC?le of the ~csc(vation. 

, I 

~Lrir.g 1976, cCITlfOnents of Hwr1:;oldt County's wcrk force reflected 

re.:ovt2ry frc.-:l the 197·1-75 recession. This [Xlral::'elcd trends recordE:d 

fcr L'";~ State as ~ell z;s t..'1e Nation. Total eirployment advanced 

&'i.J.:-fly-risi:i.g ty 8.1 fercent c\.'(:r tl-Ie ~mnu.)l av(~=~gc for 1975. 

C2.11fornia cXf'€: ienced a 4.2 percent gain in joU:old2rs and nation.u 

€;.7,~lO~--:7~lIt e:·.:p.3..:1ded by 3.2 percent. A resurS2ncr: in the d(;:,T.:md f0r 

....('~ ~;:-oC:.:ct~ I increas,~d conswr.E:f spending ty lCC.:11 residents ar.d 

tCl::-i:3ts, a:-:c exct:.:llc:r,t fL:r.cry supplies, provided the iJi1pc:tus for 

C~ ":',,"'.:.~1. 1:1 tcr;7S of l~nC:T,p1oymei1t, the 13.1 E:.ercl2nt: decl ine in' tb:~ 

r.~·..:::.cr of ~~rso!'.s see!~ir:9 I,o;ork in the viciniLy cf. th~ R0~ervuticn 

c'::::0::~d tb2 re5pcctive r13tional and .statNi.d~ crcps uf G.9 ar.d 4.0 

r-'~:-..:t:r.c. E':;w2ver, sir.ce the lev01 ot uncmplcym:nt in ;-!u;~l-:,oldt 

.. 
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I I! 
County historically' has been very high, the" 1976 uncrr.ployrrent rate 

in this' region ~k~aj~ed substantially above the published annual I, 
! I • . .. L 

averages foe oohh C~ifornia and the Nation. Altho~gh 'data is ~:II . . i It 

l~ckin3, it is believed that unemployment is ~~re prevalent among
: I I " 

Inji.:ms t..~.:m among others in Huml-xJldt .Jl1U Dd N~..,r;:~ (:vullt.i~5. 

i \ . 

, I 
t 
1 I I 

I

\ I 
'I 


! 

1, 

,I 
I 
! 

I 

I 

t 

I 

I 
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SECfrO:--J III j 

HU'ACI'S OF IDE PROPOSf.D AcrrQ'J 

Eco~o:;:ic I 
~Jtto~sh 	the data ' s very incomplete, it ts ~pparent frcm the infor- ;

I 

I 
r.~tic~ avail3ble ~~at commercial fishing has provided substantial

I I 
i~cc=e to the Indi~ be the Reservation in the past. There are 

~ T" I'~ ,!.\."\\ 0'" c: Ie ' I ~·c l'~' Hi 
fiv~ or six majoE' fa.l'lily..fishing opccations ;..'hich ·,.,ill suffer the 

src.:::.test loss of inccffie from this action. The Itajority of th~ 
, 

Ir..5i."i."l fis~ers sell relatively small arrounts of fi sh. The loss of 

. I al i. . I OIl bl ° I d' 1t.!'as sup~ e.~nt 	 L"lCOme \-11 caLlse pro em!:>, lnc l! lng: a ower 
I ' 

s::a:-.c2.rj of livi01g for the ~ople of the Reservation; increased 

• 	
I 

I 
ce?2::02:"'oci 	on welfare payments; an increase i:1 th:2 a~pcnd2ncy on 

fish L""l tt2 diet; 	ar.d Fossibly some illegal f ishir.g by these f&milies. 
: ' I 

It sr.8uld also Ce noted that, should the fi:;~.ery ce d~stroyed 

t..'rou(~h i.'L10rOp'2r mar.uSernent or unfor3cei)bl~ di!7,Jster, these surr.e 
~. , 

t::rcb1er:-s will result. : Ii the fishery can lx: i.:npro\'(~d through profer 

fishery anj watershed !1'..3.nagement, then COmrn0[C ial fishir.g col.!ld 

p;sslbly b~ ::e::~ without udvcrse consequt:nccs to the fishery 

Sxial 

':r.C E.:;:~a 	 c.r.d Yurok Indians held il tilc·eting en Janui.!ry 21, 1978 to 

ci~-:;.:~s fishing regul.3tiuns. The group incll:d(·J lr.dians f:om the 

';=-..r iC~::i ~rts of t.'1e Reservution, but did nct include rcp[(2'ser.tation 

• 	 cf tb2 i~co~a 'l'ribal Council. The group opp)sed DC'partmental 

:-C'':'-l13tic-n tut recognized the need to ban CGI:J[crcLJl fishing to 

I 
:::rc..t~ct t..'1i.s s?ri:;g's salmon run. ~.e group pl.J.ns to draft a.'1d 

i 
.\ 
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! J d' l'I prcpcse to th~ DeP,artment In lan regu atlons upplicable to tile 

I I i 
spr ing and fa.ll f~Sher!ies. 

. : I : i ' 
There 1S general agreement among the Indians of the two Tribes 

. '"' eed
l ' 1 f' h' ~·Jd . . 1 11rt::'S.?.rdlng t.:e n to regu ate 1S Ing. In cU Itlon, near y a 

Indian!J of t...'e Rcs1ervation seem to want a clec3r preference · [or 

subsistence fiShi~9' if only a limited number of fish arE: 
I ' 

for harvcst. Hcwever, Borr.e conflict exists ....'1til rcspect 

. 1···· 1 1 t' T'"i' :f S'"'.::'U II Inltlate e~ orce sue 1 regu a lOns. lie 1l00P3 

available 

to who 

TrLSe,.~ ana-, 

t..~e Yu:ck Ir.dians ,who 'are in the process of org<.lniz ir.rJ their tr it;~, 

"'~Jlj clearly Fre~er Jo initiate the regulatory ;r.2cJ.sures 1.:he.'1'selves 

I '. 
=at-~er t!;~n bl'vC rem lrr.;?CSed by tile Depart.~~2nt. Since t.h(?re is r.()t 

.1 r.:eC:-.anis:n for tl1is until the Yurok Tribc b [lIrtr.0r alor.g in its 
I 
se~m to pref~r to propose the regulations t.r~(

. 
.~r;: ­· j · the1 

l 

J to ha"e the D~p.)rt.'!lCnt udopt them for en[orCen'..2nt 

~ I 
i 


•
j 
;i,"r 'I-he D2partr..ent is training four 
) II 

Indians ;:os fizh cmd \v'ildl ife enforce­

1 ~cnt cfficers cn the Reserv~tion, a~d thcr~ ~rpc~s to be a clear ", 

"~ 

J preferer.ce to have these individuals do the cnfo[ce~r.t rather then 

. I 

... 

i :he ncn-Indi.;J1 F';.,'S enforcement team that work.xl there in 1973. 

! 

tlS5~tisfzction with ~~d corr.plaints W)OUt lust yeur's stror.g enforce­

:;-,;::r,t ~f£ort contir.ucs. A highly visi!::>le non-Indian enforcerr.ent 

c:f..:rt. on tr.e f\escrvation in 1979 r.'l.Jy prcrrotc! hcstil~ rec..:cticns frem 

• r...::.rt CL t..'e Ir.ciiun CCll:-:lUility. However, achie:vir.C] t~e cc..r;sc::rvution 

~..:.:::'s ci the ct:<;ul.ntory eftort \o>·ill depend to a sre3t eXlent en ':::~l 

.. 
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I 
The proposed reg~~at~?ns are not in conflict with the laws of 

I I ' I . 
Califcrnia which ;9ovfrn persoC".s fisning under State jur isdiction. 

I I I I , . 
such State laws prohibit com~rcial fishing on these rivers. They , I I . , 
do Dot apply to the el'erclse oE Indian fishing rights. 

, I

II 

. I 
Nztcral Envirc~T.ent 

~ . 
The p!;ysica.l environ!nent will not be adversely irrpacted by this 

P:-Cj?CS.J.l. Since the profX)sed action elimina tes ccrrt'l12rci.Jl fishing, 

o.-:e of t.~e ;najor in-r iver sources of reducing salmon csc.Jr--ement, th~ 

.::-:tici::.3tt-..j biological impact is highly f.)vor.::!ble. If otll~r factors 
~ I 

s'.1ch as ocea.n trOl ~ an~ recreational fishing, sfX)rt fishing aI1rJ 
, I 

, 
I , 

• 

:1.:l:.ive It..:.rvests for subsistenc(! ~md c:er2IT.oni.J.l purposes do not 


I 
s ilS::if:.:::.r.tly acceler3te, fbh 5to.::ks shou:d ruild up. 

Cc~s.;;.:;. -.:c:~tlJ', U-,e proposed action should -no t C<.1l:S'2 any adv~(se 

€lI.vircr=<!r..:al effects in €:xce~s of those cr eutc.(] by existin<J uses 

~inc~ its object is to reduce the contribution co~~~rcial fishing 

ces~ect to the depletion of th~ s.Jlmon stocks. 

B~sed en work and data of the California D~?art~nt of Fish and 

Gc..'7.e, and th:?inaeper;jent ...lOrk of the U.S. Fish ar.d ~-iildlife Sec..-ice, 

tr.e z:..ate ar.d federal age:;cies have determined tha.t a total esca[;(;ITi'~( l t 

of l15,CC0s3lrr~n is needL~ to mui~tuin the fishery at current 

levels. Trois csca='~~ent 0cal will not adv0[sely affect the other 

• 
bicl,:x;ic::l 3sFCcts of &.e cnvir(jrc..~ent.y 

~ / :r.is i7.~n:"-::'..:..il esc3t:r2!nr2nt l~vel h.:lS been d~velcp'.:d l-:rt the u.s. P'r.S 
::.:.::;:.-j cr. Clr2 <:i.vailability of ~..!C-suC!tc habitat, CL:rrcnt fish CGunts 
.:..-._~ c::-:t:r ~iolog ical informticn rcl.3tcd to the: f is:K:ry. 

http:ccrrt'l12rci.Jl
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!. I 
'1 I , th f' l ' ,Th~ u.s. g~S WI 1 rronltor e lSll~ry and asslst the De2c1rtment In 

detE:::tining when J1s .ie! C3Pornent level is reached. Historical data In.
:f . I . . ~()

indic.:ltes th.:l~ annual· spmming runs of 300 ,000 to 400, 000 were not -t I 

I . r 
ur.c~~~n. ~~e h2bitat presently avalldble.~ould possibly su~port 

Spj~~~g ci cnly half that rr~gnitude. 

Fis"-i::g activities LdJ these regulations would huve r.o adverse 
I I 

i:r;:2.cts up.::1 hi .... toric..,l sites such fish.bg 3.ct ivi ties have occur red 

for cec~d'?s, i.:~r.0tc:n~uries: by lndians .:liong these rivers. 'l'r,~y· 
~re, th..:re[ore, no ~ctiVitics occurring in f!.!lation to thu.;e 

si t €S a~ "e11 as ?hfSicilUy non-cootructive . 

• 'Ir.erc are no aJverse i'!'.F.:lcts related to endang~rcd or threatened 
i 

s?~~it~ ~~~c~ ~~ey ere not $~bje~t to capture or con£in6~2nt ur.U2[ 
i. . 

tr..?S~ r~~latior.s. IT~eir envirunr.c:nt will· not be modified <1r.d no 

d·· I hi, '11 b" 'flrE~t t.:',r-E':;~S to zuc specles Wl occur y lIr.p.... ~H1entatlon 0 the 

• 




• SECTION lV' 

ALTERNATIVES 
. : 

r, 

I 
The po5sibl~ alterratives to th~ proposed fishing regulations are 

!>U!:"iToar i zed belOW. , Th~so •hi!ve been examined, but ar e no t r ecom:nended 

2.S vic.ble alternatives for the re.J.sons st:ited. 

I I 
h. 'ret.:;l B.3n on Indian Fishing--This action \vould incre~se tho:? 

b • 

~u~b€r cf fish re~bhing the spawning gro~rd3 a~d d)uS increase the 
; I ~ .M- UN..W.b ~Ilffi.-. 1; '.\ 1t( 

:is~ stcc:';s. A ba~ on subsistence fishing would cause hunger ur.d .:ill ~ ) 

ir.:J.:::~L:a.t2 die~ ~ng the Indians, and ...;ould silJnificantly incre:ase ~ , 

c..:;:-..T'~'ity tens~on 

l 
, 

J 

and the potenti.=.tl for conflict. ~ 
' f./ 

11 " I u,U>'
b. ?€rt.'.it Co:-::r.erci.:l1 Fishing--ln order to prot.ect the fishery \f~jJ~~}Cl\ ()j~

• . th" . d '1" -. h' . .,Iv ~l',t . . reSCL:fCe L:r..cer 15 .:lct~on, rastlc lmlts on tlS lng opportulllty·, 1.1 (' r . . 
~ .1 15 - . , .I 

cr.ci e-~ui:?~nt. WOUl11d have to l:.€ set on all fishers. Because t.~e JrJ"l..l;:::! 
1f1t

~;,: [( 
~ : LJ \ • .

• Ca.Jh v . , .. 

~..::cunt of fish available for harvest is more limited this year I th~~ /1 ~.t ~_ ~( , - ... ' . 

i ' c,..1.liJt:l :~ ...'",; I :.() . 

action ...;auld substantially decrc3sc the arrount of fish t.:;ken for - l.J' !. 
'\ ,I(;;> .... 

s:..:bslstence. Since the 1979 runs are expected to be si9nificar.~ly 
I 

. • I 

less, the cC!par~nt believes this ootton to have a potential for 
. I ~ 

(b.7.3.ging the reso1irce. \';ere this option imp1err,(C!nted, uny fish 

:,,:, EstacEs!"! s3.lmon ccnservation regulations in compliClllCC '~lith t[1(; 

• :r:":i.3.:1 Civil Rights Act ~cuuse there is no currently furlcticnir.g 

:-:..:,;,r..::.~c:;...::r.t e:r.tity representing Ll11 of the Indi.:.ns of t:Ile Reserv.1ti;:m .. 

F-~.st. t::~?2rit'=-r. .ce · inJic.:ltes that vcluillary rcstrit:-tioI1~~ v,·ill not. lhork. 

25 ' 
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• In the absence fective federal or trib~l regulation, the 

preservation of salmon resources will be in d.:mgcr.. Potential 

har;:'l to fish s would result from increased fishing, possibly 

lc2ding to liobili of the trustee in later years for failure to 

creserve t.~e tribal! fishery resources. There is also likely to be 
~ I 

s~~cng pressure o~ l~e courts and Congress to modify the fishing 

rishts of the Ind~ans, perhaps resulting in a per~anent injury to 

I
Ineian fishing rights. The only positive impact& resulting frc~ 

I 
i:.~le;,.entation of this alternative are thilt it could: (l) reduce 

I 

I
Cl;rrs..t ccnflicts over fishing between the Tribes and the De'i?~r~"n'2nt 

by ta~i::s the Depart.T.ent out of the issue, and (2) provide a short­

tcr;:'l e-=c~c:nic benefit to Indi.Jl1 [bllers by .Jllowing unl.i!r.i te:d 

• fishir.g and sales of fish. 

D. B~n or Li~itation on Snort Fi~hing--Thi~ ~ction is not totally 

""i thin t..~(:: control of the Departr..ent of the Inter ior. S[X)rt fishir.g 

affEcts ~~roxb.3tely 3,000 to 5,000 of the sa.lmon returning to the 

Kl.:i.•7.at..'1 River • . ~"Yllile sport fishing has .:!. si9nificant imptlct on t!1C 

fist-.ery I this action alone would r.ot assure con~crvi:ltion of thc 

s~~~~ stccks. Ha~ever, it should b~ consid0r~{j in conjunction with 

ctr.er actions and alternati'/es, where its cffccti'Jcness as a cor.ser­

vatic:1 rr.e.as~rc \o,'ould be increased. A positive [C::3ult wculd ~ the 

nLl..,~r of fish ",·hich would go to the escZlpe;,,8nt soa!. A second 

p::,Sitive (!ffect would b2 th.J.t the conserV<1tioll t.urdcn \o,'culd t..2 

• sl;..:::.=~ fai=ly by both the Indian and non-Ir.dLJn fisherit2s . 

. ~ ~-. 
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E. Ban or Limit ,Ocean Fishing-.Jrhis alternative could permit less 
. I I 

severe restrict~ons ll on ~ndian fishing. It is not, however, within 
~ I 

tJ),e Depart.1lentl~ : control. 'Ihe Department is working with the 
i • i 

Pacific Fishery :~gement Council and \",i"th the DepartlTEnt of 
, , 
. i 

C~rce on this matter. TI1e Natural Resources agencies of Californid, 
i I· : 

~ashington and 6reg~n are also extremely concerned about the impact 
: I : i . 

cf. c.ce.m fishing ,in :1979, and it is f:X)ssible that the proposed ocean 

fis~lr.g resulations will be modified. wDile further restriction of 

tr.~ oce~1 fisheries will relieve some of tbe co~£ervation problems, 

~~~:~tivr. of the River fisheries will still be required to assure 

p2r?etuation cf the saln()n runs, and the Department will need to 

exercise :.tS responsibilities in this matter ur:til such tirres as the. 

I;.d:'~-:s establi a ~echanism for a unified Rcse~vation-wide manag8ment 

pr~rarr.. 

F. f.~itat Ir:eTovement-'-This could be accomplished through incre,ased 

-, r th T 1.· be ' .Al . strca~t.~~ ~corne ~lston Dam, tter _ogglng practIces,
I 

clearing ar.d other pollution controls. Ha....ever I none of thesE:' could 

prvd~ce r~sults for the 1979 season. It is possible that such 

iu~rOVc7~nts ~ould lead to better survival of juvenile salmon in ~~e 

5yS~~~, inclu~ing progeny of tile 1979 spawning run. This could 

i=r.;?rove t.!;2 abur.danC€! of the resource in the future, but spec~fic 

LT.?acts or results are not known. 

G. E~t~~e~y fish--This alternative contemplates either (a) stocking 

t~tct~~i fish from existinghatcheLies on other river SjstBmS, or 

.. 

i 
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· 
:l 
1 

r J~ t") I , ., J!<I.I " 

: (b) designing and constructing new hatchery facilities on the "/7 
! 
! ; I : i . 
1 
! 

Klarr.ath arrl Trinity Rivers or their tributaries. 'lbe Gecond q;>tion 
,! ,I : I E,- ,~1)5-r sew,1..,{,'Cr, 
~ ~ could provide better control over the genetiE'&rrtf\:ltability of such 
·i• 
" 

: I , I 


, 
j 

1 art.ificially reared salmon with the native sal.mJn stocks of the 

j 


Kl~7.:.th system. canbined with an assurance of availabl~ existing
1" !
I 

I a:1d Lrr:proved rearing habitat for such fish, either alternative could '; ~." _l( 
1 I I • - i \:' -'" 

~ 

' " 
/ 

I salmon productlon of the Klamatn system. If disease, ~l~ 

' i 

:i I ! 

·1 l"'..at~r 3.l IOOrtalities and predation do not occur rrore frequently than

i 
I 

I 

1 cn r~tur31 stocks, and if prior intercepting fisheries are managed 
·f 

•
, 
I 
; 

I I f th . . 
.~ S~ as to assure passage 0 e returnlng adults of these hatchery 

st~c~ to L~e River fisheries, the implement3tion of eitller option 

Saould ~rove the salIOOn runs into the River-. However, the r..anase.T£nt 

c=r.:;.}~xities aside, irnplemcnt3tion of thip alterna,ive ',..rould provide 
L:::-M tv itlill 

n~ ~~efi~ to the Indicn fishery in 1979 or 1980. If i~l~nted 

in tr.e ~e~r future it could begin providing be~e£its in three to 
j 

,;j 
five years, depending llpJn the particular project, source and ages1 

1 
I of r~tchery stock. -~ 

b. fcntinue Existing R~ulations--(See History of Regulatory 

.~.:tior.s, Page 6} This alternative is ~ :Jnilar to Alternative B, but 
-i ...,.. C t'; -'rL' ~~." .'! :.1'1 : ' ...' . , .• ~ .... I. :.,J 

cnly fish caught in the Klamath River co~ld be . ~ld. This w~Utd. r I ( / 
...:.c-J"I~'" M:JJ /IVJI·. )I)'~' I·, 1(j t.: ':rl ~ ri I L . 

rt£~lt i.i rore L'1come to the 1ndi':10 economy, althougrl not as ·much L::: 

• hlt.er~.3tive B. It would provide for somewhat more subsistc:oce 

f :sBing cn t.'1e Trinity River where sale of fish is bar.ned, and 1£::55 

s..:bs istc:r.ce fishing in the . lo.....er li).arnath River ../h0re the greatest 

v~1~7~ of com~rcial fishing occurs. 

http:istc:r.ce
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. a1 . d ' I : 
~IS terr~tlve wo 1 ,educe , the total number of fish available for 

[ I I : 
subsistence fishing \co~ar~ to the number available were the sale 

cf fish banned totally.' !Also, the total size of tl1e 1979 run is 

t:X:--A2,:t~ to be SignJfi~jntlY less in 1979 th~ in 1';)78, and t-I-}e 
' \ : i . 

.~{te;.t of fishing' pr.essure occurring during con~\erc;ial fishing 
i I. I 

p-2=ioos \~'culd be highly !likely to contribute to the serious conserva­
i I I 

den Frc21e:.'r.s. If 'implemented, this alternative would <;[eutly 
, I 

r~~~:e ~~e ~~r.ber Ofl fish availabl~ to meet Indian subsistence r.eeds 

, d 1 , I , .. th 1 . IEI ~r l~ wcul resu t If seflous InJury tp e sa nnn resource ltse . 
. I 

• 
, ' 

I . , 

SECTIQ.J V 

COOSULTATICN AND COORDINATICN 

, 
~.ere has been consultation and c00rdinat1on with the U.s. Fish and 

\\ildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Game" with 

t:.e r.co~a Valley Tribe, and with many groups of Yurek Ir.dia~s. 

i 
'I! ;~:e also has been a public mc~ti r.g in Eureka to discuss the 

::\" ·~ul..:..t.icr:s • 

• 

~'. 
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Un· teti States D~p;:rtlne!1t of the Interior 
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, 
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I 

I 
 DECIA"CATICN 

, I 

~e: "n.n Env~r.onr..ental Assessr;x:nt - PrC!:~qs,:d RegIJ1.:lticI1S tor Inj i Jr)

I I : 
F i:::~ing - Hoopa V-'1lley Indian Reservation C.)l HornLl" 

I I . 
i 

r;:-:e E-r.virc~"7;~ntal!irnpacts of tl~e proposal to contimk Fede:ral 

,I d J
. f l E' h' 'I .. k ~~.'l ,
.k "rc-.;ulatlon 0 IIn ~an .1S lng on t.lle K .:1.f;UUI :.1.lIU TonI ty Rlv.:rs 

:\ I . 
wi~,in the Hoopa Vallev Indian Reservation have ~en revi~Ned in a 

•
j I I • 

l I 

c~':-w~nt dated January, 1979 ,:md entitled "i\n Envircnrr.c:r.tal AsS·:;S3i:'::r..:. 

Fr"':?-J.5u3 Re-;ulations for Indian Fishing - Hoopa V.Jlley R·:;s~rvaticn 

C2.1 ifornia". .Based upon an evaluation of the inforli'.:ltion prcvide:d 
J i .
! in ~is study, the 

! 

~partment of the Interi.x, pursuant to the 

r-;i1ti0r..:ll Environrr.ental Policy !\ct of 1969, 42 U.S.C. §4321 et. 
i 

.J ., conC1uced itbat the proposed action does not cor~titute a prc[~~21 
" ; 

for legislation or other major Federal. action significantly a£ f~cr:. i ; .. j 

t::.e qt:ality of the! human environment. Consequently, an E=~vi[c.'...:;.-~r,:a L 

l~ct statE:Ii'~nt will not bo~ prepared in ccnjullction with these 

regu1 at ior.s. · 

• c.;:;, £ : 
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