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ODFW Commission Members, 

  

 I urge you to deny the request by the Joint Water Commission (JWC) to allow for the take of Federal and State 
ESA listed steelhead with their inadequate and insufficient withdrawal structure.  The entire net benefit analysis 
is critically flawed and does not portray an accurate representation of the proposed project and mitigation.  In 
addition, this project involves the withdrawal of water from the Nestucca Basin and thus has an effect on 
Federal and State ESA listed Oregon Coast Coho Salmon.   No where in this document are those impacts 
discussed or analyzed.   With climate change actively occurring around us, we need to consider the effects to 
water withdrawals from all basins to the long term sustainability of the species present.  I fully support all of the 
points brought up by Kimberley Priestley of Water Watch in her June 3, 2020 e-mail.    

The focus of my request to deny the JWC approval to kill Federal and State ESA listed steelhead focuses on the 
critically flawed net benefit analysis and related documentation written by ODFW and the consultant.  While I 
fully support the removal and replacement of the two partial barriers and placement of large wood, the math 
simply does not add up. ODFW's net benefit analysis states "All were estimated to be barriers at some point 
during the year to adult species, but were not necessarily viewed to be complete fish passage barriers. For the 
purposes of this evaluation and consistent with metrics provided in the ODFW 2019 fish passage priority list, 
the culverts were estimated to be 80% barriers, which means that 80% of the time they provide some hindrance 
to fish passage."   I think we can all agree that these perched culverts are an obvious barrier to upstream fish 
passage during low flow events.  However let’s focus on when upstream passage is critically important to 
Federal and State ESA listed steelhead, Chinook salmon and other native migratory fish.  Winter steelhead tend 
to migrate upstream during the winter and spring months which is very helpful information to know when  you 
factor in these culverts are passable for adult salmonids during large portions of the winter and spring 
months.  Nowhere in the net benefit analysis nor in the consultants is documentation there any information 
regarding the current distribution of the impacted species in this stretch of stream being used for mitigation.  If 
we are already getting adult fish successfully beyond the "partial barrier" culverts, we really can't claim much if 
any benefit from the proposed inadequate mitigation package.   We have no information regarding if the portion 
of Bateman Creek is already fully seeded.  The entire net benefit analysis is not a valid representation of the 
projects effects and the proposed mitigation due to this obvious omission.      

Another huge omission by ODFW relates the species analyzed.  The focus in the mitigation is steelhead and 
coho.  Coho are described in the document as likely being non-native to this particular basin.  The only reason 
they are present now relates to the creation of the fish ladder at Willamette falls and many years of hatchery 
introductions to the Willamette Basin.  The mitigation does not provide anything for the Chinook salmon which 
are critical for the future existence of the Puget Sound Killer Whales when they migrate along the Washington 
shorelines back to the Columbia & Willamette rivers.   From the estimates of salmon fry that would be killed 



under this plan, the prepared document states: “Under this theoretical scenario, a maximum of 9,559 additional 
salmonid fry would be entrained in the fish screen. This number includes 4,163 coho, 3,018 Spring chinook, and 
2,378 winter steelhead trout.”  The mitigation site does not provide any benefit to the Chinook.  They were 
historically present in this basin according to ODFW data but the reservoir helped put an end to that population.  

Thank you for considering the facts that were left out of the documents provided to you.  Please ask ODFW 
staff to provide you with the full set of data and show the public that you can be guided by the facts that are 
hiding just under the surface of this ill-conceived proposal. Remember that ODFW’s mission is to “To protect 
and enhance Oregon's fish and wildlife and their habitats for use and enjoyment by present and future 
generations.” ODFW even states the principles of “Develop effective relationships based on trust and 
confidence” and “Provide proactive and solution-based fish and wildlife management based on sound 
science”.   This proposal is not based on sound science and does nothing to enhance the public’s trust and 
confidence in this agency.   

  

Thank you   

Steve 

Roseburg Oregon 
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