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Re: The Ventura River Recreational Area and Fishery

In 1970, the Ventura Commcy Flsh and Came Commission initiated
aAn investigation intn rhe nature and scope of pollution in the
Ventura River. Out of this investigarion, an interest developed
in protecting the river's existing resources and restoring Iis
hisrorie Lrout and steelhead fisheries.

In 1972, the Commission budgeted and money was approved to con-
duct an in-depth study ro determine Lthe feasibility of restor-
Ing rthe Ventura River for habitation and propagation ol steel-
head rainbow trout.

Based upon a preliminary investigation, it {s the opinion of

the Commission that with a proper land and water management pro-
gram the narural resources of the Ventura River can and should
be protected and thar irs historie ctrout and steelhead fisherles
can and should he restored.

The attached preliminary report, the result of the study hegun

in 1972, has been presented to the Ventura County Hoard of Super-
visors [or review and comment. It is also being distribuated to
other public agencies and interested individuals, as well as
being made available at local libhrariese, in order to hetter so-
licit comments from z wide spectrum of the community,

It is our hope that all interested parties will take the time
to communicate their thoughts and comments on this matter to the
Commission or directly to the Board of Supervisors.

Sincerely,

-if‘f'??’*‘.«!d' «/@‘ f"e/ﬁ"‘ \

AMES DONLON, Chairman
Ventura County Fish and
Game Commission

/o Couly Execuljvp. 168 Nomn Brent Srreer Room 202 Vantura, Calibornea 93003 (800) 6453-R131
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A PRELIMINARY REPORT aAND PROPOSAL
from
THE VENTURA COUNTY FISH AND GCAME COMMISSION

Subject: The Ventura River Recreational Area and Fishery

The Ventura Biver issues [rom the northernmest major river
basin in southern California, Until the reecent past, the Ven-
tura River was essentially a free-flowing stream bordered by a
typical coastal riparian habitat, There were numerous deep holes
throurhout its course and the water was eclean. Fish and wild-
life were abundant.

Land Features

The main stem of the Ventura Hiwver orlgiuates at the june-
tion of the Matilija Creek and Lhe North Fork of the Ventura
River and flows generally ia a southerly direction about sixteen
miles to the Pacific Ocean, The Ventura River has a relalively
steep pradient (ranging from forty feet per mile at the mouth to
ahout ninety feet per mile at its headwaters) and drains an area

of approximately 228 cquare miles.

Rugeged mountaing and comparatively narrow valleya cut hy
streams flowing into two principal valleys characterize the
topography of the Ventura River basin. A large mountainous area,
most of which lies within the Los Padres National Forest, com-
pletely surrounds the valley sections, so that the ratioc of
mountainous and foothill area to valley area is greater than six
to one. The crest of the mountains along rthe outer boundary of
the basin rises to & height of 6,025 feet. Like nearly all
California ecoastal streams, the Ventura River terminates in a
brackish lagoon which is subject to tidal action when not closed
by a sand bar.

Geology and Soils

Approximately 85% of the area within the Ventura River basin
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is composed of relatively impervious deposits. The exposed
rock is sedimentary in origin and in most cases easily eroded.
The primary geologic formations are well-cemented and interbed-
ded sandstones, shales, and conglomerates, which produce or ab-
sorh very little water except along joints and fractures. The
streambed of the lower two-thirds of the Ventura River widens to
a flood plain of pervious materials subject to high percolation.
These materials consist of alluvial deposits of silt, sand,
gravel, and rounded boualders common to intermittent eoastal
streams.

Vegetation

Both mountainsg and valleys within the basin support an abun-
dant growth of native chaparral, annual prasses, and a variely of
trees. Live ocaks, sycamores, alders,; cottonwoods, willows, and
nther water-associared plants are found along the streamsides,
while conifers are found ar the higher elevations, In some areas
the vegetation is extremely dense, though occasionally sections
are denuded by fires,

Climate and Rainfall
The ¢limate of the Ventura River basin is characterized by

two seasons: a cool, wet winter and a dry, warm summer. The
average rainfall for rhe drainage area ranges from about sixteen
inches near the mouth of the river to about forty inches in the
mountains, with Matilija Canyvon generally receiving the heaviest
rainfall within the basin. Snow is common during the winter

months in the higher elevations, but it does not normally contribute
significantly to stream run-off. About 75% of the run-off in

the Ventura River ceccurs from January through April.

Principal Tributaries
The principal tributaries of the Ventura River have almost
perfect fan-shaped drainage systems.




The North Fork of the Ventura River ariginates in the head-
waters of the basin and has a sleep mountainous drainage drea
comprising sixteen square miles. The average gradient nf the

North Tork of the Venbturz River is about 460 feet per mile.

Matilija Creeck originates in the north-western sector of
Lhe basin, has a drainage area of [ifly-six square miles and an
average gradient of 200 feet per mile. Matilija Creek {s joined
by the North Fork of the Matilija Creek and a smaller tributary,
the Murrietta Greek. The lonpesi cvourse of [low througlh Lhls ares
is 15.6 miles along the main stem of the Marilija Creek., Matilija
Creek joins the Ventura River sixteen miles sabove the river's
mouath,

San Antonio Creek originates on the southerly slapes ol the
Topatopa Mountaing and kas a drainape area of [ifty-Lwo square
miles. The average gradient of San Antonin Creek (3 sixly [eetl
prer mile, The lonpest course of Llow is 11.4 miles. San Antonip

Creek joins the Ventura River eighr miles above the river's mouth,

Coyote Creek is the prinecipal rributary ol the Venlura River
in rhe west-central secror of the basin. Coyete Creek has a
drainage area of forty-one square miles and an averape pradient
of 260 feet per mile, Coyote Creek is joined by the Santa Ana
Creek, which has an average gradient of 38() feel per mile. The
longest ecourse of [ low threugh this area is 16.6 miles along the
Covote Creek. Coyote Creek joins the Ventura River six miles

above the river's mouth in the viecinity of Foster Park.

Historlic Fisheries Resonrces
Prior to 1947, the Venrura River was a highly productive
Lrout gntl steslhead Etream,l

l. A steelhead is a rainbow trout that has spent some portion of
its life in the sea, After migrating to sea, the adult steelhead
returns to fresh water to spawn, usually to the stream of its birth
Other fish indigenous to the Ventura River are the partially ar-
mored three-spined sticleback, santa ana sucker, and arroyo chub,
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Historical records and interviews with residents indicate that
the Ventura River supplied neighboring commnities with consis-
tently good trout and steelhead Eishlng from its headwaters north
of 0jai to its mouth at the Pacific Ocean. Early issues of loecal
newspapers contain [requent accounts of Fishermen taking large
numbers of trout between the site now known as Foster Park and the
mouth of the river. A tourist guide published in San Francisco
in the late 1800's (Chittenden, c. 1885) advertized that Lhe
streams of the Ventura River basin "abound with trout, especially
the Ventura, as it emerges from the mountains, through the well-
known hot springs canyon of Matilija." ‘Travelling through San
Buenaventura, Chase (1913) reported "a [ine stream Elows into the
sea at the western edge of the city, and from May to October the
breakfast tables of Ventura need never go troutless."

Writing in California Fish and Game, Fry (1938) deseribhed the

Ventura River as one of the few streams in snuthern California
having rrout water down to the veean and included the river in a
list of "econsistently good streams in sourhern Calilornia'

local fishermen (Henke, 1970; Barnes, 1973) recall regularly
taking limits of trout gs far down as the Main Street bridge in
San Buenaventura during the 1930's and through the 1940's. loeal
fishermen {Colla, 1973 ; Peirano, 1973) rvecall taking limits of
sizeable trout further upstream in the vicinity of the Foster Park
bridge through the carly 195&'5.2

The Ventura River alsoc supported until 1947 a substantial
stealhead [ishery, Jordan (1925) recorded the range of steel-

2, Photographs of several of these fish are on file with the
Ventura County Fish and Game Commission.

3. More recent research by the California Department of Pish and
Game has determined that the original range of the steelhead rain-
how trout was from central Alaska to the Mexican border, Water
projects and pollution generated by Californmia's burgeoning pop-
ulation have decimated populations south of San Francisco.
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head from the Ventura and Santa Clara Rivers in Ventura County
northward. > The California Department of Fish and Game (Hubbs,
1946) reported "large and consistent runs of steelhead into the
Ventura and Santa Clara Rivers . . ." Field rcpresentatives [or
the Califurnia Department of Fish and Game (Clanton and Jarvis,
1946) estimated that in a normal year a minimum of hetween 4000
and 5000 adult steelhead entered the Ventura River to spawn.

Relating his steelhead Fishlap experiences in Califowmia,
Henke (1970) has written, "Ihe Ventura River had preal runs of
steelbead starting any time after Lhe rains began in the Fall |,
These runs would continue rignt up until lave March and early
April. ‘rhe later runs were much larger fish and | can renenber
seeing schools where the average was ten to thicleen pounds. Most
of these runs wnuld creturn Lo the vcean after spawning = . ; |
Approximately five miles inland from the moulh was a famous his-
torical ecunty landmark called Foster Park, and this was the limits

und boundary of winter sceelheading."”

Historieally, the size of the steeliicad runs in the Ventura
River has varvied wilh prevailing water condieions. As a result
wf the unpredictable pattern nt rainlall along the southern Cal-
ifornia coast, stretches of the Ventura River have periodically
gone dry or rerained very lictle surface water during the summer
months. Long Lime ovbservers have noted thar [regquently therce has
been little or no surface water in the river-bed during the summer
months between the Hollingsworch Ranch (elght miles above the
river's mouth) and the former Soper's Ranch (fourteen miles above
Lthe river's muuth}.5

4. The Ventura County Historieal Society maintains a photographic
record of the trout and steelhead taken from the Ventura River
between 1909 and 1973.

5. In the past, a large diversion drew out water in the vicinity
of the Matilija Ranch to the extent that the river-bed in this
area occasionally went completely dry, thus regquiring a small
amount of steelhead rescue work be performed along a four mile
stretch of the Ventura River.
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This phenomenon of the river ''peoling up'" during the summer
months is characteristic of many California coastal streams.
Shapovaloy and Taft (1954), after conducting a four year study of
the life histories of steelhead rainbow trout in a typical California
coastal stream, observed that "the mouths of most California steel-
head streams are clesed by sand bars during the summer months and
that in some cases the lower courses of the streams are entirely dry,
so that no fresh water reaches the ocean,"

While not presenting optimum waler conditions, this phenomenon
has not prohibited the survival of tyrour and steelhead [isheries
in coastal streams such as the Ventura River. On the contrary,
coastal streams with direct access fo the ocesan have historically

heen exceptionally productive. Welch, writing in California Fish

and Game {1929) reports that prior to rhe establishment of a daily

limit, it was not unusual for a fisherman to take frow 100 ro 300

trout from a California covastal stream, The Ventura Signal (1878)
reported three fishermen taking 469 rrout in the lower reaches of
the Ventura River im a single dav. Nor is the size of rhe sea-run

steelhead directly correlated to the size ol the home stream. Tlhe
Ventura Free Press (1911) reported a steelhead taken from the Ven-

tura River by George Pacheco measuring thirty-six inches and weigh-
ing fourteen pounds. Steelhead ranging in size from six to nine

pounds were taken commonly from the Ventura River until 1947.

The preblem of marginal water, however, has been seriously
aggravated in the Ventura River by the construction of several dams
and by sinking wells into the river's aquifer. These dams and wells,
in combination with a prolonged series of drought years, have caused
additional stretches of the river to dry up which normally retained
surface water during even the driest summer months.

The trout and steelhead fishing provided by the Ventura River
generated considerable public interest. A number of hotels on Santa
Clara Street in San Buenaventura catered to out-of-town fishermen,
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while the elaborate Anacapa Hotel, formerly situated on the corner
of Main and Palm Streets, reserved the ground floor during the trout
season for fishing guests. Post cards depicting local Eishermen
with their steelhead catches were printed in the hopes of attracting
tourists. Several sporting goods stores (Star-Free Press, 1948;
Marcus, 1973) sponsored annual steelhead fishing contests as late
as 1948. Census checks have shown 259 fishermen on the opening

day of the winter steelhead fishing season along the five mile
stretch open to steelhead fishing between Foster Park and the ocean,
Clanton and Jarvis (1946) estimated that the trout and steelhead

sport fisheries of the Ventura River system contrihuted $100,000
annually to the county's economy.

Development in the Ventura River Valley

Development in the Ventura River Valley has been generally
restricted to areas above the flowd plain of the Ventura River.

Of the population presently existing in rhe unprotected por-
tions of the flood plain, the greater part is concentrated in the
small residential communities of Casitas Springs, Live Qak Acres,
7 In addition, the western end of the city of
San Buenaventura extends to the river's bank at the mouth. This
portion of the city is protected against flooding by an earth and
rock levee which runs along the west bank of the Ventura River for

and Hawthorne Acres.

d distance of aboutr three miles,

6. A major portion of the Ventura River Valley, including the river-
bed, is privately owned. Portions of the river and flood plain at
the mouth are owned by the State of California and the city of

San Buenaventura, The balance of land is controlled by the County
of Ventura, the United States, and the Ventura County Flood Control
Distriet. The Flood Control Distriet, in addition, holds flowage
easements along portions of the Ventura River.

7. Casitas Springs, the largest of these communities, has a popula-
Biom ol 15113,
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There are two major dams, a weir, and a diversion facility in
the Ventura River basin. The Matilija dam, situated 16.2 miles
above the river's mouth, was compléted in 1948. Matilija dam was
built by the United States Army Corps of Engineers, in cooperation
with the Ventura County Flood Control Distriet, to provide addition-
al water to local communities and reduce flood hazards in the Ven-
tura River Valley. 1lrs original storage capacity was 7000 acre
feet. However, as a result of siltation and a large notch cut in-
to the dam's face in 1965, the storage capacity of the lake has
been reduced to approximately 2400 acre feet. Deterforating concrete
continues to be a problem, and plans are currently being made Lo
study Lhe necessity of widening the present notch, The Matilija
dam is normally drained after each major storm. A nearly contin-
uwous flow of water is released the year round to satisfy downstream
water rigth.a At the request of the California DepartmwenL of Fish
and Game, a fish ladder and holding tank for the transportation of g
migrating steelhead was constructed at the hase of the dam in 1947.

Approximately two miles below Matilija dam, the Los Robles di-
version facility, consisting of a small rockfill dam, headgates,
and four miles of conerete canal, has been construected by the
Casitas Municipal Water District to divert winter run-off from
the Ventura River to Lake Casitas. The flow capacity of this canal
is 500 cubiec feet per second.

8. The Ventura County Flood Control District, which owns Matilija
dam, has an agreement with the Casitas Municipal Water District
whereby the Water District assumes responsibility for normal
maintenance on the dam and the principle and inrerests on out-
standing bondé for the construction of the dam in exchange for the
available water rights,

9. Field representatives for the California Department oE Fish and
Game (Clanton and Jarvis, 1946) advised that "The spillway on this
dam should be an inclined apron with a deep hole at the bottom in-
stead of a direct fall., By utiliging this type of spillway both
adult and fingerling steelhead could pass over the dam without
loss on their downward migration , , . In the spring of the year,
water should be released over the spillway for as long as is
possible (to facilitate thisseaward migratiom)."
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The Casitas dam, situated 6.5 miles abaove the mouth of the
Ventura River on the Coyote-Santa Ana Creek watershed, was com-
pleted in 1959. Builr by the Bureau of Reclamation ian cooperation
with the Casitas Municipal Water NDistrict, the dam is designed to
impound water for industrial, agricultural, and domestic use with-
in the District. Casitas lake has a storage capacity of 250,000
acre feet and a safe yield of approximately 20,000 acre feet. Pre-
sently there is no flow in Coyole Creek below the dam which reaches
the Ventura River. The Casitas Municipal Water District has indi-
cated that it is required to release nn1¥ugufficiunL water down-

stream to gatisfy one prior warer right,

Aun underground weir vuns scross the Coyote Creek and Ventura
River beds approximately 400 yards north ol the Foster Park bridge
(six miles above the river's mouth), Construerted in 1906 by the
Ventura Power Company, the weir is desipned to raise the water Lable
Lo [eed several muniecipal pumps dpstrecam, The weir is 9717 feet
long and sixly-live feet deep at its eastern extremiily; it extends
from the west bank of Lhe Ventura River at the confluence of Lhe
Coyote Creek and stops 300 feel shorc ef spanning the full breadth
of both streams., The eity of San Buenaventura has placed
five pumps approximately 100 te 500 yavds above the weir and now
diverts from 3000 to 6000 acre feerL annually into ilLs treatment plant
te serve the water needs of the e¢ity of San Buenaventura, Tentative
plang bad been made by the California Department of Fish and Game
in cooperation with the Venturs County Flood Control District
(Cook, 1946; Ryan, 1946) to construct a fish ladder, trap, and hold-
ing tank on the expused porrion of the weir in 1946. This fac-
ility, however, was never completed. A 300 foot span of this weir
is presently exposed to a height of four feet.

In addition to these structures, there are a number of pri-

10. Presently, this releasc amounts to approximately six acre feet
per year,
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vately operated wells and gravel diversions along the upper Ven-
tura River.

The reach of stream from Foster Park to the ocean, however, is
the area of the most serious pollution. Koebig & Koebig (1972) re-
ported large amounts of particulate matter, organic forms, deter-
gents, and algae present in the lower resaches of the river emanat-
ing most probahly from sewage effluent, industrial wastes, and
fertilizers. FKoebig & Koebig concluded that the "influence of
these factors alone is most probably responsible for an extremely
low diversity and popularion of aquatic invertebrates and fishes."

The Oak View Sanitation District operates a secondary sewage
treatment factility 4.5 miles above the river's mouth. Approximate-
ly two cubic feet per second of treated sewage effluent ia released
into the river at this point. The effect on the aquatic life 1is
marked. A small gravel levee designed to divert stream flow to
a private pump has been constructed in the middle of the stream and
extends 150 yards downstream from the plant site, separating tempo-
rarily the natural stream flow from the sewage effluent. Treated
sewage 18 released on the east side of rthe levee, where vegetation
is luxuriant; the stream channel, however, displays a sparse popula-
tion of fishes. On the west side of this levee (Jahnson, 1970:
Capelli, 1973) numerous trout fry and other Eishes have been ob-
served in the marginal but clear water.

Sinee 1951, the Shell 0il Company has operated a urea plant
3.5 miles abeove the mouth of the viver. This plant has been a
source of significant pollution in the past. The California Depart-
ment of Fish and Game has cited the company on several ocassions for
polluting the Venturs River; the Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Los Angeles found the Shell 0il Company guilty of polluting
the river in 1972, The plant has now ceased operations. 1Its
future use, however, has not been determined,

Further downstream, the Ventura River passes through the Ven-
30~



tura Avenue 0il Fields. There are numerous sumps,; holding ponds
for water-flood svstents, and other facilities Lhat possess a ser-
jous poleniial for pollution. Several oil companies in this area
have been cited for pollating the Ventura River within the past
year,

The Svuthern Pacific Milling Company has operated a sand and
pravel pit mine |.5 miles above the river's mouth sinee 1961, The
lease site covers 247 squure acres in the tviver bed and flood
plain, tweniLy ol which are curvenl ly used for the plant siLe and
storage. Approximately 200,000 rons of walerlal is excavared an-
nual ly from the flood plain and river channel, seriously disrupt-
Ing the natural strean amd riparian eomminity. The plant operales
with a county conditional use permit which will expire Aupust 95,
1973 extension of rhe permic will require the preparation of an
environmental impacl review.

Present Fislieries Resources

Developments in the Ventura River Valley following 946 have
gipnificantly altered the Venlura River. Most importantly, & bur-
geoning populalion has put increasing demands en local water re-

S00Urcoes.

The eomstructlion of Marilija dam in 1948 cut-off an important
spawning area in the Ventura River syscem, decimating the river's
trout and steelhead fisheries. The construction of Casitas dam
in 1959 further reduced the river's flow and cut-off two addition-
al spawning nursery areas, leaving only the San Antonic Créck and
the North Fork of the Ventura River accessible to migrating steel-
head. Many holes have been filled in, while portions of the ripar-
ian community have been periodically stripped from the flood plain
through gravel mining and flood control operations,

The lower reaches of the Ventura River below Foster Park, in
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addition, have been seriously pollured by a variety of industrial,
agricultural, and municipal effluents. Of these, the effluents
from the Oak View Biofiltration Sewage Treatment Plant, the Shell
Chemical Plant, and the Ventura Avenue 0il Fields have had the most
deleterious effect on the river's ecology.

Despite these developments, the Ventura River's fisheries have
not heen entirely destroyed.

The North Fork of the Ventura River, which commences above the
confluence of the Matilija Creek (sixteen miles above the river's
mouth), maintains a small consistent flow of clean water and is
stocked anmually with trout by the California Department of Fish
and Game.

Clean water in small quantities is present compencing immedi-
ately north of the Los Robles diversion dam (fourteen miles above
the river's mouth) and extends to the base of Matilija dam (six-
teen miles above the river's mouth), This stretch of water supports
a small population of trout and other indigencus fishes.

A variable flow of clean water is also present commencing
several hundred yards above the confluence of the San Antonio
Creek (eight miles above the river's mouth) and extending to the
gite of the Dak View Biofiltration Treatment Plant (five miles
above the river's mouth). Small numbers of trout (Capelli, 1972)
ranging in size from six te thirteen inches have been taken from
this stretch of stream above the Foster Park bridge within the
past year.il Bluegill and small mouth bass are also present
throughout this section of the Ventura River.

A continuous flow of water exists between the site of the

11, Photographs of several of these fish are on [ile with the Ven-
tura County Fish and Game Commission.
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Oak View Bioflltration Treatment PlanlL and the Southern Pacific
Railroad bridge (.2 of a mile zbove the river's mouth), primarily
the product of the Qak View plant's sewage effluent. Presently
there exists no sport fisheries along this stretch of the river,
Small numbers of partially armored three-spined stickleback, arroyo
chubs, and santa ana suckers, however, persist in the lawer reaches
of the river down to the Main Street bridge in San Buenavenrura

(.5 of a mile abuve the river's mouth).*

Together wilh (hese [isheries, local fishermen alsn report
taking small numbers of steelhead almost annually from the Ventura
River. Hopan (1973) reports fishing the Venrura River [or stenl-
head consistently sthnce 1954 and taking fish "every year the rains
wore sufficient . . . to allow the river to run Into the ovcean
' Bugg (1973) reporrs taking several steel-
head in the Venrtra River measuring twenty-three inches and weligh-

for a week or more,'

ing three pounds during the 1951-1952 season. 12 Bugp wlro reportu
Laking twelve steelhead measuring eighteen inches during Che 1971-

1972 season helow the eonfluence of Lhe San Antonio Creelk.

Deseribing his steelhead fishing experience on the Ventura
River during the 1968-1969 season, Hogan (1973) has written,
"Miring a two week perivd 1 landed eleven flsh to seventeen inches,
Although 1 landed but one 'voe chaser' (14 inches) in Lhe lagoon,
I did see several fish of good size roll on three separate ocea-
sions, During this time | talked with several pecople who had
seen Tairly larpge fish below Lhe Casitas diversion dam and in
San Antonio Creek, 1 personally observed, on two separale occa-
sions, two fish in a shallow hole (in San Antonlo Creek) near
Camp Comfort. 1 believed them to be spawning and did not molest
them. These I[Ish were two to three pounds. I had heard of
quite a few fish other than mine being taken during that time,

12, A photograph of several of these fish are on [ile with the
Ventura County Fish and Game Commission.
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*With the heavy rains of the past season, trout have moved down into

the lower reaches of the Ventura River and have been taken as far
dowm as the Main Street bridge.




but personally saw nine fish landed of size large enough to call
good fish. These fish being two to four and a half pounds."
Hogan concluded, "I believe that over the past lifteen or sixteen
years , . . many more fish would have been taken, but due to a
lack of Eishermen on the river this has not been the case. When
there exists favorable water conditions, 1 fish three or four
times a week and seldom see another angler."

Local fishermen (Hogan, 1972; Barnes, 1973: Peirano, 473)
peneral ly agree that 1955 was the most productive steelhead sea-
gon on the Ventura River in recent history.

Proposal
The Ventura County Fish and Game Commission recognizes that

the close proximiry ol the VenLura River to an urban area offers

an unusual opportunity for a unmique recreational resource; that
river's deterioration is largely the result of [ts neglect and
ahuse; and that, finally, the Ventura River can with proper manage-
ment be restored,

The Commission, thevefore, purpeses two related, but distinet
projects on the Ventura River: (1) the restoration of a live
stream along the lower reaches of the river, [ree from pollution
and development incompatable with a live recreation stream,
and (2) the restoration of the river's once highly productive
sport fisheries.

Both propnsals will require that a master plan be prepared for
Lhe preservation and maintenance of the area's natural resources for
their intrinsiec, recreational, and educational value, and that the
plan recognize recreational and educational use of the river and
its immediate environs as the highest and best use of the area.

13. The largest steelhead Hogan reports taking during the 1968-1969
season measured twenty-two inches. A photograph of this and another
fish taken the same year is on file with Lhe Ventura County Fish

and Game Commission.
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The first propesal envisions a small ereek characterized by
a series of riffles, rapids, and pccls.lﬁ Full protection of the
river and its immediate surroundings are the mandates: in short,
a cessation of pollution, pit mining, channelization, and build-
ing in the river and on its immediate flood plain. BSuch a manage-
ment program will require restrictions on land use within the
Ventura River Valley heyond those ecurrently invoked.

The first proposal is fundamental, and may be taken as the
First phase in the restoration of the Ventura River's historic
fisheries. The second proposal would involve additiemnal sourcves
ol water for the support of a viable sport fishery and special
restrictions in the mwanagement of the river's wildlife resources.

Access, which 18 presently restricted ro areas at the mouth
of the river and in the vicinity of Foster Park, 18 one of the
principal drawbacks to the development of the full nonconsumplive
use of the Ventura River area. Both propesals would, therefore,
also require the acquisition of privately held lands to be managed
for public use,

Restoring the lower reaches of the Ventura River to a live
recreational stream weuld entail:

(1) Discouraging further encroachment on the river for

agricultural, commercial, industrial, or other purposes

through local controls and tax incentives on a interim basis,

until a more permanent sclution to the problem can be reach-

ed agreeable to all parties.

(2) Reducing pollution to levels compatible with a living
recreational stream.

14, The amount of water necessary to create such a situation be-
tween the Foster Park bridge and the Pacific Ocean is estimated
to be between five and ten cubic feet per second.
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(3) Creating a permanent corridor of open space along both
east and west banks of the Ventura River.

(4) Upgrading the water released from the Qak View Biofiltra-
tion Sewage Treatment Plant and returning the Lreated water
to the Ventura River.

(5) Prohibiting the further removal of material from the

Ventura River channel [or commercial purposes.

(6) Develeping a [lood control plan for the Ventura River
compatible with the maintenance of a pnatural stream-bed and
attendant aquatic life.

(7) Developing a comprehensive land use plan along the Ventura
River compatible with a live recreational stream.

Restoring the trout and steelhead sport fisheries in the Ven-
tura River would entail:

(1) Developing a comprehensive tertiary sewapge treatment plan
faor the Ventura River and 0Ojai Valleys designed to enhance
walter conditions in the main stem of the Ventura River and in
the San Antonio Creek.

(2) Adjusting the zafe yield of the Casitas reservaoir to
provide for the release of water inte the Ventura River during
the critical spring and summer months.

(3) Providing a fish passage at the Los Robles diversion dam

to facilitate the spring and winter migration of steelhead and
reestablishing access to the prime spawning and nursery grounds,

(4) Developing special restrietions such as artificial lures
and minimum size requirements in the management of the riwver's
aport fisheries.
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Local Interest and Support

The local citizenry has expressed its concern for the future

of the Ventura River and its support for the river's protcetion and
restoration,

This concern was dramatically demonstrated May 22, 1972 at a
public hearinpg held by the San Buenaventurag City Council to consider
the formation of an assessment district to finance the construction
of a levee on the west bank near the river's mouth. The proposed
levee would have opened up over 100 acres to commercial develop-
ment on the river's flood plain and effectively charnelized the
lower rveaches of the slream.

The 1,400 people [rom neighboring communiries atlending the
public hearing demonstrated a unified elfort unprecedented in
Ventura Counmty. The hearing, which was telecast over local radio
and television, drew rthe largest crowd ever to attend a city
council meeting in San Buenaventura. Acknowledging this wide-
spread publie interest, the staff ol the Ventura County Star-Free
Press voted the Ventlra River project one of the top five news
stories of Ventura Councy in 1972,

In addition to the individuals appearing at the May 22, 1972
public hearing, the live river project has heen endorsed in con-
cept by the following civie organizations: Ventura County League
of Women Voters, Greater Ventura Chamber of Commerce (Environmental
Affairs Committee, Legislative Affairs Committee, and the Board of
Directors), American Legion Post #399, Ventura County Chapter of
the American Assoclation of University Women, Environmental Coali-
tion of Ventura County, Los Padres Chapter of the Sierra Club,
Trout Unlimited, and the California Commictee of Two Million.

Several public agencies have also indicated a willingness to
cooperate with the Commission in developing a more detailed plan
for the protection and resteoraticn of the Ventura River.
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Funding

A cowmbination of leocal, state, and federal wonies beyond the
Ventura County ¥ish and Came fund will be essential to support the
necessary studies and develop the required facilities. Much, how-
ever, can he aceomplished in the early stages of the river's re-
storation through proper land management and enforcement of exist-
ing statutes relating to the conservation of wildlifle resources. .
Potential sources of [unds include; the Anadromous Fisheries Act,
Dingell-Jehnson Fish Restoration Acrt, Cobey-Alquist Flood Plain
Management Act, and the California Wildlife Conservation Board.

Coneclusion

Restoring rthe Ventura River is a bold undertaking, but it is
a challenge that can be met if publie and private agencies are
willing toe work tugether. The underlying thesis here 1s that wild-
life resources can he restored by the creative use of the same

Ltools amd teechnigues Lhal have in the past been used to treduce
of destroy these ressurces.

& proposal te restore the Ventura River necessarily raises
fundgmental gueslions about resource management and the life
styles of the neighboring communicies,

Management of the Ventura River basin and of its water resources
has been primarily aimed to stimulate economic expansion, while
the tectreatiomal and scenic values of the Ventura Riwver have been
generally overlooked. No water has bheen budgeted EFor the protec-
tion of the river's {isheries, Municipalities, industry, and
agricultore have commonly regarded the Ventura River as a con-

venient sewer with small concern for the gffeers oo wildlife,

15. The San Buensventura Department of Community Deve lopment, for
example, bas proposed that the fleed plain asrea of the Ventura

River lying within the city's boundaries and sphere of influencve be
retained in vpen space.
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Private wells sunk into the river's aquifer have heen operated
without sadequate supervision, while harmful wasles continue to be
released inteo the viver, As & result of these abuses, hikers,
fishermen, bird-watchers, and particularly Lhe voung people of the
neighboring comiunities have been denied an histarically Dmportant
recrecational resource.

Water, certainly, is a cenLral consideration in any proposgsy |
ro restore Lhe VentLury River. Properly framed, however, the
question is not where will Lhe required water be obtained, but
rather, how will those warer rvesources avallable now and those
which will he availalile in the asear future he allocated, Will
Ihe sxisting uand planned water resources be used to suppore |n
ereased indusrvial gelivily and encourage an expynsion of the
presenl pupulation withoat sufficient regard toe the social,
enlearal, and envirommental costs? Or will & more balanced ap-
prodeh to resource managemenr be developed that will 1nsure long
lerm stability and preservarion ol bistorie natural ﬂmwnitieﬁ?iﬁ'
The answers given to these gquestions will dltimatlely determine
the luture ul the Ventura River.

In its meandering sweep ro the ocean, the Ventura River
flows through rountry that still retains sweh of the flavor af

16, The State Water Resources Control Board has adopted g sel of
beneficial water use definicions in conjunction with (he Compre-
hensive Water Quallitv Management Planning Program. Those relevent
to the proposals cutlined here include; Water Uontact Recreation
(REC-1), includes all recreational uses invelving actual body
countact with water, such as swimming, wading, waterskiing, skin
diving, surfing, sport fishing, uses in therapeutic spas, and
other uses where laogestion of water is reasonably possible;

Cold Fresh-Water Habitst (COLD}, provides & coldwuater habitat Lo
sustain aquatic resources associated with a coldwater environment;
Wildlife Habitst (WILD), provides a water supply and vegetative
habitat for the maintenance ol wildlife:; Fish Migration (MIGR),
provides a migration route and temporary aguatic environment for
anadromous or other fish species; Fish Spawni (SPWN), provides

a high quality aquatic habitat especially suitable [or Eish spawn-
ing.
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early California: rolling hills dotted with live ocaks, the valley
[loor lined with Sycamores, cottonwoods, and alders, and the steep
hills covered with a thick growth of chaparral and scattered con-
ifers. A land and water management Program compatible with a
living stream would serve to Protect and enhance these natural
amenlties in the Ventura River and Ojai Valleys which residents
and visitors have traditiunally enjoyed. Steps must be taken

now, however, if the recreational and scenic values of the Ventura
River are to be Preserved for present and future Benerations .
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JOE HOOKER, DON ROWE, AND VICTOR PEIRANO WITH WINTER STEELHEAD, TAKEN NEAR TICO CROSSING, 1920.
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JOIUN B. COLLA WITH A WINTER STEELHEAD FROM THE VENTURA RIVER, 1940,
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JOHN B. COLLA WITH WINTER STEELHEAD TAKEN BELOW FOSTER PARK, 1946,
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EDGAR HENKE WITH SPENT STEELHEAD TAKEN ABOVE FOSTER PARK BRIDGE,




E. E, BARNES WITH TWO YOUNG STEELHEAD TAKEN NEAR FOSTER PARK, 1948.
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W. BUGG AND MILO BUGG WITH SPENT STEEIHEAD AND RESIDENRT TROUT TAKEN NEAR CASITAS SPRINGS, 1952.
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BEN SMITIH, JR. WITH FRESH RUN STEELHEAD TAXEN ABOVE THE SHELL HOLE, 1953.
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ROBERT HOGAN I NEAR CASITAS SPRINGS, 1969,
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TROUT TAKEN FROM THE LOWER VENTURA RIVER, MARCH 1973. LARGEST FISH FOURTEEN INCHES,
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