
From: Barry and Denise McPherson <bdmcpherson@coho.net> 

Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 2:43 PM 

To: 'David L. G. Noakes'; 'Charles Corrarino'; 'Dave Russel'; 'Dennis Richey'; 'Edge, W. Daniel'; 'John 

Wooley'; 'Joseph ONeil'; 'Judith Gordon'; 'Margaret Cleveland'; 'Mario Solazzi'; 'Robert Buckman'; 'Ron 

Mason'; 'Ryan Couture'; 'Stan Van de Wetering'; 'Susan Sahnow'; 'Thomas Ebert'; 'Thomas Gilg'; 'Wayne 

Hoffman'; Reese Bender; Doug Hunt; Laurie Weitkamp; scott.d.patterson@state.or.us 

Subject: Rogue Spring Chinook broodstock selection 

Attachments: RE: The real story on Rogue ChS broodstock selection? 

 

Fellow OHRC AC Members and others, 

Please see attached email chain.  Tom Satterthwaite is an ODFW employee in the Rogue River Basin who has 

done research there for over 30 years and has been involved in writing fish management plans for the Rogue 

and other southern Oregon basins.  The fact that research done by Dr. David Hankin of Humboldt State 

University on the Northern California coast was used to help develop this broodstock program lends some good 

credibility to it, as well.   

 

However, I don’t completely agree with Satterthwaite regarding ecological interactions of the hatchery fish with 

the wild fish.  Ecological interactions at the juvenile stage, such as competition for food or space (or both), 

attraction of predators, build-up and transfer of disease problems, etc. could still occur.  Disease build-up and 

transfer could also be one of the ecological interactions between wild and hatchery adults.  But Satterthwaite’s 

explanation of the brood stock program and its purposes is good to have in clarifying some of what the news 

story by Mark Freeman stated. 

 

Thank you, 

Barry 

 

Barry McPherson 

OHRC AC Chair 

bdmcpherson@coho.net  

Cell: (503)708-8688 

 

From: Tom Satterthwaite <tom.d.satterthwaite@state.or.us> 

Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 11:20 AM 

To: Barry McPherson 

Subject: RE: The real story on Rogue ChS broodstock selection? 

 

Hi Barry. 

  

Your questions filtered down to me, and so here's some info for you; although I'm not sure what you mean  

"the AC". 

1.  The "why" portion of your question is addressed in a section of the conservation plan for CHS in the Rogue.  

Check out the management strategy 9.5 and action 5.2 on page 78 of the conservation plan; located at the 

following address:  This strategy also dovetails directly with recommendations, for CH hatchery programs, 

developed by Dave Hankin over the last 25 years. 

http://www.dfw.state.or.us/fish/CRP/rogue_spring_chinook_conservation_plan.asp 

2.  The expected benefits are higher harvest rates on hatchery fish and a lower proportion of hatchery fish 

among the natural spawners. 

3.  There is virtually no associated risk to the integrity of the mitigation program for hatchery CHS because the 

number of CHS that enter Cole Rivers Hatchery always exceeds the broodstock collection goals.  Maybe you 

were also thinking about any associated risk to wild CHS.  All of the CHS smolts released from the hatchery are 

now 100% marked with Ad clips and have been so since about 2000.  As anglers can harvest only Ad marked 



CHS during the period that hatchery fish are present in the Rogue, river harvest rates have decreased markedly 

for wild fish as compared to the 1960s-2006. 

4.  Ecological interactions with wild CHS in the Rogue are seemingly limited to the spawning portion of CHS 

life history.  Again, with implementation of the new broodstock collection protocols, there will be (1) fewer 

hatchery fish spawning with wild fish because the harvest rates will increase on hatchery fish and (2) those 

hatchery fish that do spawn will have life histories that are more similar to those wild fish that historically 

spawned upstream of Lost Creek Dam.  So, unless I am missing something, the resultant "changed" ecological 

interactions should be beneficial to wild fish. 

 

Hope this response answered your questions! 

Tom 

 

From: Barry and Denise McPherson [mailto:bdmcpherson@coho.net]   

Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 1:15 PM  

To: 'Charles Corrarino'  

Cc: 'Ryan Couture'  

Subject: The real story on Rogue ChS broodstock selection? 

  

Charlie, 

As we discussed on the phone, I’d like the AC to get ODFW’s version of what’s going on with new broodstock 

selection in Rogue ChS  -  why, expected benefits, risk of low returns due to more ocean harvest on older aged 

fish, consideration of extending ecological interactions with wild fish in river, etc.  In the attached article by 

Mark Freeman, he plays to the crowd that wants hatcheries to “breed for biters”.  But he does acknowledge that 

a higher harvest rate is expected in the river on these fish because they will be in the river earlier and therefore 

exposed to anglers for longer.  He also reports a little on expected higher harvest in the ocean on these older 

aged fish. 

  

Can you or Ryan get the “ODFW version” for us?  As is stated in the article, this is a management change that 

came about due to new science, but Freeman’s picture of it is a little skewed and incomplete. 

  

Thanks, 

Barry  

Cell: (503)708-8688 

 


