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in dodging commercial and sport fishers. Because of recent low returns of fall-run 

Chinooks to the Sacramento River system, the big fish was protected from the latter. 

Federal and state officials called off a commercial salmon fishery this year off the 

state's coast and are allowing nothing but a short sport season in the Sacramento 

River because of the low runs. 

"A fish that big would have been caught in the fishery," Smith said. 

While the decline in salmon runs has been blamed on poor ocean conditions in recent 

years, Smith said they likely didn't affect the big fish. The poor conditions were 

caused by the lack of an upwelling, where winds over the ocean draw up water laden 

with krill and other tiny foods that are gobbled by growing salmon. Once they make it 

past two years old, the salmon palate changes and they dine on herrings, sardines 

and other small fish. 

Although monstrous, the salmon found on Battle Creek is part of a meager salmon 

run on the stream that feeds Coleman National Fish Hatchery. This year's fall-run has 

been about 13,000 fish, said Scott Hamelberg, the hatchery's manager. 

Average runs at the hatchery have been between 20,000 and 30,000 fish. 

But Hamelberg said the run has been "awesome" because it will produce enough 

eggs - about 15 million - for the hatchery to release its goal of 12 million smolts next 

spring. 
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It sounds like a typical fish story. 

But the state scientists who found an estimated 85-

pound chinook salmon have the photos to support their 

whopper. 

"We see lots of big ones," said Doug Killam, associate 

fisheries biologist in state Department of Fish and 

Game's Red Bluff office, "but this one was just bigger 

than most big ones - it was just spectacular." 

In a photo of the monster fish find last week on Battle 

Creek near Anderson, Killam strains to hold the spawned-out salmon. 

"If someone would have caught this one, it probably would have been a state record," 

Killam said. 

Measuring in at 51 inches - 4 1/4 feet - long, the male salmon was likely five to six 

years old, Killam said. Scientists used the salmon's girth and length to come up with 

their estimate of 85 pounds - and that's dead. The salmon probably weighed about 90

pounds alive when it started its swim from the Pacific Ocean back to Battle Creek. 

"That's a big one," said Jeffrey David "J.D." Richey, owner of J.D. Richey Sportfishing 

in Sacramento. "I would have liked to catch him in his prime." 

A guide for more than 10 years on the Sacramento, Richey said the biggest salmon 

one of his clients has caught is a 52-pounder and the state record was an 88-pound 

chinook caught on the Sacramento in 1979. 

Not only is the fish found on Battle Creek in the league with that record catch, it's also 

close to biggest sport chinook salmon ever caught in the country - a 97-pounder 

caught on Alaska's Kenai River in 1986, said Jim Smith, a project leader for the U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife Service in Red Bluff. 

The size of a salmon is a result of its genetics, its food intake in the ocean and its luck 

Salmon-zilla
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While the hatchery gets its share of big fish, Hamelberg said he's never seen an 80-

pounder. 

"The biggest one we saw in the spawning building so far (this year) was 53 pounds," 

he said. 

Reporter Dylan Darling can be reached at 225-8266 or ddarling@redding.com. 
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Baseball writes: 

in response to keeponbiking: 

This comment may be inappropriate. Reveal this comment. 

You are correct- It does NOT taste like chicken! 

November 4, 2008 
9:20 a.m. 
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BO writes: 

a MONSTER! 

November 4, 2008 
9:38 a.m. 
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Soldier_X writes: 

Well, as the overall number of Salmon declines, I would imagine that there is a 

great deal more chow for the remaining Salmon. Consequently you'd get a large 

fish. 

November 4, 2008 
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Suggest removal

Reply to this post

daisychictiff writes: 

Wow!! Talk about awesome!!! 

November 4, 2008 
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churn72 writes: 

in response to Williwaw: 

This comment may be inappropriate. Reveal this comment. 

look again.. 

November 4, 2008 
6:05 a.m. 
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justaguy writes: 

First citation of the day from the spelling police goes to Dylan! "the salmon pallet"

should surely be "the salmon palate" (unless they get their food delivered). 

November 4, 2008 
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BANDOLERO58 writes: 

I remember the whopper caught in 1979, I was there. Why wasn't this carcass 

weighed? I'll tell you why, this salmon would come in at about 65 lbs. 
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secondclass writes: 

Did it have an adipose fin? They cut off the adipose fin to mark hatchery 

spawned fish. There is an ongoing controversy about the fraction of fish caught 

which are naturally or hatchery spawned. Sacbee had an article with great 

pictures showing how they are now tagging some of the hatchery fish. A small 

study of otoliths contradicted many decades of data from the adipose fins. 

November 4, 2008 
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humbug writes: 

Can't they just give the fish to the needy, adipose fin and all?? 

November 4, 2008 
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i5trucker writes: 

If an angler had hooked into this monster it would have been a good fight. The 

two 35 pounders I have caught took almost an hour each to reel in. 

As far as giving the fish to the needy, I don't think anyone would want to eat the 

rotting salmon found dead in Battle Creek or the Sacramento River. These fish 

die naturally after they spawn the hatchery did not kill the fish. 

November 4, 2008 
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justaguy writes: 

Yes it does have an adipose fin, see 
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outdoorsman72 writes: 

They showed the picture of the fish today on Regis and Kelly. 

November 14, 2008 
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i5trucker writes: 

in response to outdoorsman72: 

They showed the picture of the fish today on Regis and Kelly. 

What did they have to say about it? 

November 15, 2008 
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MoralMinority writes: 

a Digg link to my city's paper, I'm feeling all warm and fuzzy :) 

November 4, 2008 
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borziml#206085 writes: 

That explains the poor salmon return this year. This guy was eating all the food! 

November 4, 2008 
1:18 p.m. 
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rayforme writes: 

in response to BO: 

a MONSTER! 

I totally agree!!! LOL!!! 

November 4, 2008 
6:12 p.m. 
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40degreesnorth writes: 

I hope this isn't the last we see of these natural beauties. The low returns of 

salmon is disturbing. 

November 4, 2008 
6:45 p.m. 

Suggest removal
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Bmiller writes: 

My personal record of 51.5 lbs is dwarfed by that monster. Having fished battle 

creek many times when living in Redding I can remember when you could 

almost walk across the creek on the backs of the spawning salmon. We were 

told then that the counts were very low, are they really as bad as reported? 

November 4, 2008 
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1225 writes: 

in response to Bmiller: 

My personal record of 51.5 lbs is dwarfed by that monster. Having 

fished battle creek many times when living in Redding I can remember 

when you could almost walk across the creek on the backs of the 

spawning salmon. We were told then that the counts were very low, are 

they really as bad as reported? 

Yes. 
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how_is_it_that writes: 

in response to secondclass: 

Did it have an adipose fin? They cut off the adipose fin to mark 

hatchery spawned fish. There is an ongoing controversy about the 

fraction of fish caught which are naturally or hatchery spawned. 

Sacbee had an article with great pictures showing how they are now 

tagging some of the hatchery fish. A small study of otoliths contradicted 

many decades of data from the adipose fins. 

Not all of the fry released by the hatchery have their adipose fin clipped or 

tagged in anyway, they release way too many to do that to all of them. Only a 

certain percentage are marked and identified as hatchery fish so there is no 

difinitive way to identify where this fish began it's life. The real beauty is that this 

fish made it back to spawn in Battle Creek and not caught in the industries nets 

in the ocean. The fact that it returned to Battle Creek is a hint, however fish 

spawn naturally in the creek before reaching the hatcheries weir, so we will 

never know the real truth. 

However, I would have had it stuffed and mounted on my wall in either case. 
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Old_Codger writes: 

Back in the late '70's, my Grandfather was a Commercial Fisherman in Fort 

Bragg. He caught a 104-lb Chinook! The thing was a monster. About the same 

length as the one in the photo, but much more girth from the back to the bottom 

of the belly!!!! 
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truckinthe48 writes: 

in response to Williwaw: 

This comment may be inappropriate. Reveal this comment. 
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