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April 1, 1.997

]aqueline E, Sehafer
Director, Ca!ifornia Department of Fish mid Game

Dear Director Sehafer:
~

Fish and Game’s (DFG) prop~-d~i~eelhead hatc, hery on the Tuohtnme River.
We have been involved with the CALFED Eco~ystena Re,~toration Program planning, mad
eridorse its uulderIying approach to restore ecological functions and processes to support
natttrally-sustatnin8 populations of native plant and animal species dependent on the
Central Valley watershed. We believe the DFG’s proposed Tuolumne River Salmon
I-Iatehery is inconsistent with this restoration approach, and we are opposed to both the
project and eontLuued oxpertditur~ o~’ funds and staff time on its planning.

The Tuolumne River is the largest tributary in tile San 3oaquin Yalley, and has the
greatest potential of any river in the basin to restore the physics! processes on which a
healthy alluvial river ecosystem (and its native, fish species) depends, The .lanuary
flooding on the river has ineremsed :~ig~fifit:m~tly this potential - ptarmi~g for an expanded
floodway below New Don Pedro Dam will al!ow the river to carry more than 50% of its
current eapaciW.

The Fede~l. Energy Reguhttory Commission (FERC) Settlement Agreement on the
Tuolumue Privet provides anunpreeedemed oppormuity for a broad coalition of
stakeholders to work together to develop aid implement ~ comprehensive ecosystem
restoration, plan. The DFG d~d not discuss the proposed hatchery during discussions
leading ~:o the Agn:eement, which i~ based on a strategy to restore naturally-occurring
salmon populations. The proposed hatchery has the potential to undem.~ine actions
stemming from tttts Agreement, and to divide the stakeholders involved in the restoration
l~Iannhtg process, We support the US Fish and Wildli£e’s recommendation (attached) to
defer consideration era hmohery on the river until .~uffieient tim.e has been provided to
evaiuato the effectiveness of ecosystem restonttion actions.

We recognize the complexities associated with the proposed hatchery planning and the
Four Puml~s Mitigation Program. I luder the tem~.~ ,ftlae Foyer Pumps Agreement
between DFG and the Department of Water Resources (DWK), the program has
developed a latge deficit in repktciug clfinook salmon. Although the Agreement gives
preference to habitat restoration over hatchery productign, to d~te more Ih’,m.h’,flf of the
chinook salmon credim are a-~.sociat~d with the Merced.Pdver hatchery. Instead of retying
on the p’roposed hatehes’y to produce chinook salmon credits, we encourage the DFG
and DW’R program staffto address the progr~ deficit issue by improving and expandfiag
their’ eftb~t to ~ztu~ l;hy~i~’al imbitnt and glows in the San Joaqu~n basin and/or
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/ I Jaelde MoCor~ David Yarda~
’~’ Sierra Clt~o ¯ Environment~,! Defense Ftmd

David Kermedv, CD~rR
I,e~er. Snow, CAL.t~ED
W~Fne White, USFWS
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