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March XXX, 2007

Re: Disaster relief for Oregon and California commercial salmon fishing communities, long-term solutions to the Klamath salmon crisis

Dear Senators and Representatives,

On behalf of our many thousands of members, we are writing to respectfully ask for your help in securing disaster relief for salmon fishing communities in Oregon and California, and your support for federal legislation to provide long-term solutions to the problems behind the collapse of Klamath River salmon runs.

The Klamath River was once the third most productive salmon fishery in the continental United States.  However, dams, diversions, and other poor resource management decisions over the 150 years havecaused salmon populations to plummet to a tiny fraction of their historical levels. 
What are the resource management decisions that you say kill the salmon, and which diversions?


For many decades, salmon dependant tribes, commercial fishing communities and related businesses have paid the price for these decisions. The resulting attempts to improve conditions have resulted in new regulations for farm communities leading to finger pointing between neighboring rural Klamath Basin communities without resulting in improvements to fish runs. However, one player in the basin that has perhaps the most devasting impact on salmon health has not been held accountable – Warren Buffett’s PacifiCorp.
Although Tribal communities have been suffering from the loss of salmon both culturally, physically, and economically for decades, in 2005 and 2006, commercial salmon fishing communities in Oregon and California faced severe economic hardship as well.  The ongoing decline of Klamath River salmon runs caused federal fisheries managers to severely restrict commercial salmon fishing in 2005, and all but close 700 miles of the Northern California and Oregon Coasts to commercial salmon harvest during the 2006 season.  
You might want to remember, it was not a decline in all the Klamath salmon runs; it was a decline in the “natural-spawned” Klamath fall Chinook. Genetically-equal hatchery-spawned Chinook did fine. And while the closed fisheries were meant to prevent Klamath fall Chinook from being caught on 700 miles of the Pacific coast, of the total 2006 catch, only 5% were Klamath fish. So, if they had been able to fish a normal season, the catch of Klamath fish would have still been very low. Do you think maybe the ocean commercial restrictions for 2006 were perhaps a bit severe? And to blame, in ONRC’s case the irrigators, and your case the dams, for the restrictions is a bit convoluted since a small percentage of Klamath fish were caught? Perhaps like in the water shut off of 2001, the restrictions were not justified.
Though the outlook for the 2007 season is somewhat improved, the consequences of the closures have been devastating.  Ports are being forced to impound working fishing vessels for non-payment of debts, families are facing bankruptcy, and businesses are going under. Families in these communities deserve more than our sympathy – they deserve action to help them weather the economic hardship, and a long-term effort to finally solve the problems of the Klamath Basin. 

Last fall, Congress passed legislation authorizing disaster assistance for fishing communities.  This important legislation also directed federal agencies to develop a salmon recovery plan for the Klamath River and report back to Congress.  However, monies for disaster assistance have not yet been appropriated, and it is unclear whether NOAA Fisheries and other agencies have even begun work on the recovery plan.  Congress must act now to provide disaster relief so that stakeholders can have some modicum of financial security while at the same time working to find meaningful solutions that work for all of the Klamath’s diverse communities.
The relicensing of the Klamath dams has created an unparalleled opportunity for fishermen, Tribes, farmers, and others to work together. The relicensing of PacifiCorps dams, which produce little power but devastate salmon runs, created the opportunity for stakeholders to craft a comprehensive plan for economic stability for all rural communities in the basin. This plan will address dam removal, the need for affordable power for farmers, communities’ concerns over new regulatory burderns, and a plan to fairly share water resources. The group plans to deliver this ambitious work in progress to congress later this year.
It will be interesting to us farmers to know what your plan is to “fairly share water resources.” Please do not blame us for doubting the process and plan since we are not allowed to know what your plan is. When do you think we peasants will be allowed to know what is in store?
Why is it that the Yuroks petitioned against us getting an affordable power rate, along with PCFFA. So after the Public Utilities Comission ruled against us, now the Yuroks claim we should have an affordable rate in exchange for taking out the Klamath dams? To a mere farmer that is not allowed at your negotiation table, is seems like it was a convenient bargaining chip/blackmail.  


In the meantime we need help keeping our communities econiomically viable in the midst of the crisis we are working to solve.
Craig, you said in your May letter that you were previously affiliated with FOR ‘Friends of the River’ but are not anymore except in some joint ventures. The Klamath Coalition is comprised of  Klamath Forest Alliance, Oregon Wild, Friends of the River,  PCFFA, Sierra  Club, Water Watch, Earth Justice, Wilderness Society, etc. You were spokesman of FOR when Klamath  Coalition was formed. You crossed out in this OregonWild letter: blaming the irrigators for the 2002 fish kill, irrigating the Klamath Project kills fish, low flows kill fish, downsizing agriculture, and Project pesticides kill fish. These are the things you supported in the Klamath Coalition website through last year. These are the things you supported in the ‘Salmon of Backs of Buffalo’ film made in  Scotland that is still being distributed. KFA, formed by Felice Pace and Brucker, is part of this alliance and helped make your films. Pace is presently suing us, and PCFFA almost always is. I do not understand how you make films with, and take trips with, those in the Klamath Coalition, yet you cross out their words and as if you disagree with them, even though you previously supported the coalition. In your May letter you said the coalition is just an information sharing site. What is it that changed your mind and made you presently not blame irrigators for the 2002 fish kill, not call for downsizing ag, not blame pesticides, and not blame low flows? 
Today we ask for your help in breaking this cycle, and in providing leadership to ensure that the problems of the Klamath Basin are addressed.  Specifically, we urge you to:

· Secure disaster relief for all salmon dependant communities in Oregon and California. Commercial salmon landings in Oregon and California are worth tens of millions of dollars annually, and help support related businesses throughout the region. The authorizing legislation passed by Congress in 2006 was a good first step, and it should now be followed with an appropriation of monies sufficient to offset the economic losses suffered by fishing communities last year. Disaster relief should specifically provide mechanisms for Indian communities dependant on subsistence salmon harvests to apply for aid as well, preferably in the form of monies for on the ground restoration projects run by Tribal fisheries departments.
Why would you want only Tribal fisheries departments to do the restoration; why not a coalition of stakeholders: commercial fishermen, Tribes, farmers, and miners?

· Establish a federal program to bring the demand for water in the Klamath Basin back into balance with supply. The single most urgent action needed to improve Klamath River wild salmon runs is a program REMOVAL OF THE KLAMATH DAMS. 
 What are you saying here. You feel that bringing the demand for water into balance with supply is going to happen by removing the dams?  And what is your ideas of balance ?
Given the severity of the crisis facing West Coast commercial salmon fishing communities today, and the high likelihood that Klamath salmon runs will continue to decline if THE DAMS AREN’T REMOVED we cannot afford to delay this common-sense measure any longer. 
Some years the salmon runs are up, like in 2002. Other years they are down. This year they are projected to be up. If the dams are killing the fish, whydo the fish runs often increase; how is that possible with the dams in place?
· Secure federal funding for the removal of the lower four dams on the Klamath River. A series of hydropower dams currently block Klamath River salmon from reaching over 300 miles of historic spawning habitat. Further, these dams contribute to significant water quality and flow problems that adversely affect fish. According to a 2004 report by the California Energy Commission, these dams produce an insignificant amount of electricity. The four lower dams serve little or no irrigation or flood control purpose. Removal of the lower four dams (Iron Gate, Copco 1 and 2, and J.C. Boyle), together with improved fish passage at the upper two (Keno and Link River), is critically important for the long-term viability of Klamath salmon runs. Congress should act to provide funding for the purchase and removal of these lower four dams, and the installation of improved fish passage facilities at the upper two. 

· Seek out and fund opportunities for wetlands restoration and natural water storage. Upper Klamath Lake, the main source of Klamath River flows during times of low precipitation, is substantially smaller today than it was historically because parts of it have been diked, drained, and developed for agriculture. Some of these lands are available for sale and could be restored, and in fact, some are with the cooperation of area farmers. This would allow high winter flows to be stored in an ecologically beneficial way, then released downstream in spring, summer, and fall to support salmon restoration. With the cooperation of project farmers, we believe funds could be used to improve water storage opportunities in a environmentally beneficial manner.
More than 100,000 acres of ag land has been converted into wetlands in the Upper Klamath Basin. The water quality has not improved and the temperature is higher with this shallow water. Evaporation on these wetlands has increased greatly to the tune of hundreds of thousands of acre feet according to the recent USGS report. The coalition and Oregon Wild support turning more ag lands into wetlands. Why did you cross that out; what changed your mind on making more wetlands?

· Provide fish screens and water use measurement on water diversions and canals. Placement of both fish screens and water measurement systems are spotty at best in the upper Klamath River system Water use measuring and reporting should be required for all water users, and an active water use enforcement program should be implemented to ensure no user takes more water than they have a right to take. Farmers will need assistance to finance such measures.
Before the Klamath Project was built, there were 20-30 feet of water in a lake on top of my Tulelake farms. This water was in a closed basin that had no possible way to escape except from evaporation. The Project included blasting a tunnel in a mountain to pump this water into the Klamath River from my farm. We do not need to use more than a couple acre feet for our crops, and the rest goes down the Klamath   River. Why would you  mandate a law like measuring my water when we’re already sending most of our historic lake down the Klamath River?
While this is by no means a comprehensive list of all the steps that need to be taken to address the Klamath salmon crisis, we believe it offers an outline of the most important, immediately needed actions.

Thank you for your consideration, and for your commitment to seeking solutions to the decline of Klamath salmon and the crisis it is causing for commercial fishing families in Oregon and California. We look forward to working with your offices on federal legislation to provide disaster assistance to salmon fishing communities and resolve the environmental problems facing the Klamath Basin.

Sincerely,

Craig, thank you for trying to explain this to us farmers, ranchers and miners who do not know what all is being negotiated. Secrecy from the constituencies in not, as you know, a good way to nurture trust.
These questions and comments are those of KBC,  however we’ve heard several people voice the same concerns and questions


Farmer and KBC editor
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