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A Department of Douglas County
and Port of Umpgug

“SrrviNG QUR COMMUNITY WiTH PRIDE”

May 6, 2009

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife Commission
3406 Cherry Avenue N.E.
Salem, OR. 97303

C/o Gary Vonderche, Acting District Fish Biologist (via email})
Charleston Field Office

PO Box 5430

Charleston, OR 97420

RE:  Proposed regulations for 2009 Oregon Coastal Fall Chinook River Fishery

Dear Chair Rae and Commissioners:

Salmon Harbor Marina, located in Winchester Bay, is a public entity created through an
intergovernmental agreement between the Deouglas County Board of Commissioners and
the Port of Umpgua Board of Commissioners.

This is to express our support for adoption of Optien II for the Umpqua River watershed.
Option II provides the ability to fish seven days a week with a total limit of five fish per
person for the year. Both factors will afford the public the greatest opportumty to make their
plans to come 1o the coast, especially those that travel a long distance, and it gives them
needed flexibility for last mimute changes to stay another day or two. Option I also allows
both us and the community to do an advertising campaign that will be the most effective to

draw people throughout the season.

As alarge marina (over 500 slips with two boat launches and over 300 camping sites) in a
small unincorporated coastal town, wg are very aware of the positive economical impact the
longer season with a higher catch Hmif will have not only on our business but on the many
local guide services, motels, restaurants, bait and tackle shops and gift shops.

Again, we urge adoption of Option II for the Umpqua River.

Sincerely,

Jeff Vander Kley, Harbor Manager

P.0. Box 1007, Winchester Bay, Oregon 97467 - Office (541) 271-3407 » FAX (541) 271-2060
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Chris Knutsen

Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2008 9:33 AM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Ce: Ron Boyce

Subject: FW:. Comments on fall 2009 fisheries

Comments to add to record

From: fishhouse [mailto:fishhouse@oregoncoast.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2009 9:57 AM

To: Rick Klumph

Subject: today’ s meeting

=]

Rick,
We wiil not be able to attend tonight’s meeting. Way too much going on, and cannot get away.,
Please make it known, that we as fishermen, and as a business, just want to be able to fish. We do not
want a total closure. If that occurs, we are totally out of business!!!
Just keep the same regulations in place for now, and we will be good to go. Then when we rebound next
year, we can look at is in a different way.
So, for now, we are there in spirit, and plan on us being able to fish, and the right decision is made.
Call us if we need to talk. If not, good luck, and we are counting on you...
Jas
Jesse and Sara Zalonis
The Fish House Outdoor Co.
43310 Hwy 22
Hebo, OR 97122
503.392.5808

“"-\(7/2009
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From Richand Heap

Sent: Thursday, Apil 30, 2008 2:00 P
Tor Todd Confer

Subject: Southwest Zone Fishing Regs.

Todd,

¥ will not be coming to the meeting tonight, the munge fias not released it's grip on me yet and 1
would prefer to not be the "Typhold Mary" of Curry County.

I have given this years circumstance a fot of thought. Aswe have discissed, there are stime
very valid issues with an gverfishing concer ard the pobentisl inpacts o our oppoerfunities in the
future. 1 am also concemed about the message. We ate quick to point firgers ab our neighbors
1o the south when their systams fail fo perform and I think we need to stay consisient. {Agreed,
 the cause for fisheries failures on the Klamath and Sacramento are not anywhere comparable {o
otr situation this year, but. . ). And we were pretty ballsy during the discussions and
negotiations concaming the Sept, ocean Chinook seasor.

With that in mind, T recommend that we forege both the recreational and cornmercial Chefeo
terminat area fisheries and F would also recommend that we forego an fe-river fishery. Tam
awara that the Cheteo Inriver is a “traditionat® fistery and may go forwand. If that is the case, I
would strongly recommend: :

1. Low flow dosures,

2. Awm upstream deadline of the bridge at Teebox.

3. A bt of 1 wild fish per day and 3 per vessOR.

4, An erforcement ernphasis from O&P.

5. Similar season dates and regulations for other south ooast "incidental” streams (Winchucl,
Pisted, Hunter Cr., Bk}

1 do want to o on record as adsmantly supporting the Cheleo Terminal ssa50n & Our very best
opporiunity to selectively harvest the marked supplemental fish with the least impact to released
wild fish, CISCF has worked bird and spent a great desl of money I help implement &
responsitle hatchery supplamentation program and we feel this ceason representy the best of
both worlds in thiat we can provide a huge recreationat fishing opporiuntly, reduce fatchery
straying and reduce impacts to wild fish. If thal is not i keeping with the objertives of the 25
yaar plan, I don't what is

1 would recomenend that the Rogue be significantly restrainad as thiz Is the Inday stream for
southem Oregon Chinook. IF I undesstand the forecast correctly, we may Aot meet

FMP objectives even without fishing. T could support @ very lirited opportuniny, but one that
serds the aporopriate message of restraint and consarvation.

As to the Bk rver terpvinal season, this year fish come first.

I dom't expect that folks will understand oy conoerm ahout message, but I have always Desn
proud of Qregon's PFMC record of neason and wilingness to put the needs of the fish first, even
when it huris.

Hope to be back in the saddie soon.

Rich




From: Dan Crumiey I
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2009 9:39 PM \
Fa: Todd Confer
Subject: Mesting
Hi Todd,
Wow tough meeting tonight. You guys are in a tough spol, You probably never get credit whan
the fishing aumbers are up and every one is catching fish, but you get all the credit when the
nurnbers are down. Haiig in there_ 1 thought you fetks maintained your professionatism in froat of
& somewhat unfriendly crowd.
b tend to agree with Steve's fate comment 1o set the 1/3 Bmit for ali south coast streams exeept
the Rogue. While the Elk can probably handle a higher imit i probably creates more confusion
than & is worth fo have i differend than the other rivers nearby that offer same fime fishedes. |
also think allowing the Sixes River to stay open fo keeping a stray fin dipped salimion is better
than a complete closure. :
Good Lugk,
Bran
(
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Sandra Fixsen

From: ODFW Commission

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 1:40 PM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: Facts surrounding your decision

Follow Up Fiag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

For review and response. — Teri Kucera

From: J Sehl [mailto:chiefi@peak.org]
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 10:58 AM
To: odfw.commission@state,or.us
Subject: Facts surrounding your decision

Good day sirs,madams,

For the past twenty-five years I have enjoyed fishing these Oregon coastal waters for salmon and
steelhead. I have observed many significant changes that are alarming.

First, the numbers of harbor seals has increased at a rate unknown to these local residents. Many
hundreds now enjoy the Alsea River estuary. They enjoy the protection of the Federal

government. Their impact on our fishery is significant. Secondly, the numbers of cormorants has
exploded as they enjoy the protection of our Federal government as well. Their impact on smolt
mortality is well documented and destructive. Our baby salmon can not get to the ocean. Third, our
friends in Alaska have just increased their quota of salmon due to Columbia river numbers that are
above normal. How does that number have any affect on all the other rivers fo the south? Why is Alaska
(still a part of these wonderful United States) allowed to harvest so many Oregon fish and have an
increase in their quota?

It appears to this angler that the sport fishing impact on our salmon is minimal (according to our friends
at ODFW). That being said, why do we fail to address the real forces that have such a destructive impact
on our salmon. Is it because it involves the Federal government? If so, that is truly a shame. It is time for
our ODFW officials to take a stand and address the real issues at ha.nd and confront those in
Washington.

Please understand that I truly respect our privilege to fish for salmon. In fact, [ am willing to accept my
part in restoring our fisheries so that our youth may enjoy salmon fishing in their lifetime. However,
until which time as you address the real problems, severely limiting our sport fishing is NOT the answer.
It is eye wash at best and a mockery at worst.

Please find a way to approach our Federal government and begin to correct the real dangers to our
salmon, _

With respect,

Jim Sehl

5/12/2009

;’m\.\
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Sandra Fixsen [sandra.I,ﬁxsen@state..or_us}

Sent:  Monday, May 11, 2009 1:05 PM

To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: ODFW seeks input on upcoming coho, fall chinook salmon seasons

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 7:59 AM
To: 'Rick Klumph'
Subject: RE: ODFW seeks input on upcoming coho, fall chinook salmon seasons

Rick {can you send this on the Chris Knutsen and Bob Buckman | couldn’t find emails for them)

| realized that after the meetings on the 26t 3nd 30t that | never gave input towards what should happen this year. |
talked last week to Bob Buckman, Chris Knutsen and Brian Riggers and got a feel for what they are thinking and what
direction ODEW is thinking about for the different river this fall Chinook season.

My question is this. It looks like we are going to see a Jarger number of 2 and 3 year old males again this year. last year
some of these 2 year old males (jacks measuring just over 24 inches) and most of the 3 salt males measured up to about 28
inches. What I see happening this yearisif wegotoal fish limit with a 2 to 5 fish annual limit, many of these smaller
mates will be released by people not wanting to retain one of their 2 fish for a year as a small tagger male. It looks like the
runs on our Fivers will be strong in these areas and this is the fish the rivers can most afford to be harvested. s there any
chante that we can figure out 2 way to et people harvest these fish while saving the larger fish? Could we change the Jack
limit to say 28 inch for just this year—a one year emergency thing to let people harvest these fish? We could even reduce
the jack limit to 1 or 2 fish if we raised the size limit.

What | saw last year in my catch was a big percentage of these small males last year in my catch on all rivers from the Siletz,
Siuslaw, Nestucca, Trask and Wilson. The problem was if a guy catches a 5-14 pound male, it was very hard to talk them
into keeping it. Most people wanted to et that fish go in hopes of catching a bigger fish later. |know Brian has the cateh
data off the Siletz of what size fish did get turned in and caught last year. 1 know a big % of the fish in the creel sample last
year fell into this category. | know last year that it was a little hard to get people to kill these fish but often we would kill
one to start the day and once people had something they where going to take home it was much easier to get them to
release hens or bigger fish fater. | just was hoping we might be able to figure out a way to let people harvest these small
males {as very few females are ever under 27 or 28 inches). | would hate to see people release these fish most of the year
and harvest the 4 and 5 year old fish that we need to get spawning this year. Any feedback would be greatly appreciated.

Scott Amerman

5/11/2009
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Sandra Fixsen

From: ODFW Commission

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2008 1:40 PM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: Facts surrounding your decision

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

For review and response. — Teri Kucera

From: ] Sehl [mailto:chief1@peak.org]
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 10:58 AM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Facts surrounding your decision

Good day sirs,madams,

For the past twenty-five years I have enjoyed fishing these Oregon coastal waters for salmon and
steethead. I have observed many significant changes that are alarming.

First, the numbers of harbor seals has increased at a rate unknown to these local residents. Many
hundreds now enjoy the Alsea River estuary. They enjoy the protection of the Federal

government. Their impact on our fishery is significant. Secondly, the numbers of cormorants has
exploded as they enjoy the protection of our Federal government as well. Their impact on smolt
mortality is well documented and destructive. Our baby salmon can not get to the ocean. Third, our
friends in Alaska have just increased their quota of salmon due to Columbia river numbers that are
above normal. How does that number have any affect on all the other rivers to the south? Why is Alaska
(still a part of these wonderful United States) allowed to harvest so many Oregon fish and have an
increase in their quota?

It appears to this angler that the sport fishing impact on our salmon is minimal (according to our friends
at ODFW). That being said, why do we fail to address the real forces that have such a destructive impact
on our salmon. Is it because it involves the Federal government? If so, that is truly a shame. It is time for
our ODFW officials to take a stand and address the real issues at hand and confront those in
Washington.

Please understand that I truly respect our privilege to fish for salmon. In fact, I am willing to accept my
part in restoring our fisheries so that our youth may enjoy salmon fishing in their lifetime. However,
until which time as you address the real problems, severely limiting our sport fishing is NOT the answer.
It is eye wash at best and a mockery at worst.

Please find a way to approach our Federal government and begin to correct the real dangers to our
salmon.

" With respect,

Jim Sehl

5/12/2009
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Aaron Longton (Port Orford based commercial fisherman) stopped by the Newport Marine
Resources Program office on Friday, May 1 fo provide input on the Elk Terminal Area fishery.
We discussed a number of the issues specific To the Elk River fishery, and possible directions
for 2009. His recommendations and comments are as follows:

He does not want to have any daily landing/possession limits this year. If absolutely needed
would like it to be no less than 20 fish per day.

Wants the fishery open the full fime period of October through mid-December so that
they can get enough days on the water fo access the quota.

He is fine with using the modified smaller terminal area fo reduce possible impacts o Sixes
River fall Chinook. This reduced area would be shoreward of a line running from Cape Blanco
SW to Black Rock, then SW fo Best Rock, then SE to 20 fathoms due West of Tichenor
Rock, then East through Tichenor Rock to shore. His only concern would be that this would
only be in effect in those years where there were special concerns for the Sixes River run
of fall Chinook. He does not think that this should be a permanent change fo the Elk
Terminal Area. |

We reviewed what a selective fishery off the Elk would provide in 2009, and he agreed that
the benefit still does not justify the cost, and was not interested in a selective fishery this
year. However, he wasn't shutting the door ona selective fishery in the future.

He expressed concern about the ethics and high level of harvest in the lower Elk River
recreational fishery last fall. It is his opinion that a “flossing” type of snag fishery has
developed in the lower river, and that recreational harvest just in the lower river was
excessive in 2008 and needs to be better managed in 2009 (1,000-3,000 catch in 2008 by

his estimate).

ettt oot
Eric Schindler, Supervising Biologist

Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife

Marine Resources Program

2040 SE Marine Science Dr.

Newport, OR 97365

(541)867-0300 x252

e-mail: eric.d.schindler@state.or.us

FAX: (541)867-0311

<yt <;)/////( <yl 1(

5/8/2009



Nick Bordelon
42720 Silver Springs Road, P.0. Box 352, Port Orford, OR 97465
(541)290-9460, posalmon@yahoo.com

April 29, 2009
To Bob Buckman and the 0.D.F. Commission,

1 am writing you concerning the Elk River Commercial Bubble Fishery. I am
concerned about the upcoming season. Last year did not work out very well and 1
would like to see something done to make it work a littie better for everyone.
understand the concern for Sixes River wild fish and [ know we do catch a few of
these fish in front of the ik River. However, | don’t think that every year is the same
and the Sixes River bi-catch data you are working off of could be very different from
year to year. Considering you only have one year of data from a few different fishing
boats it is pretty hard to shut the whole fishery down over a few Sixes River fish,
especially with the economy like it is now. Salmon are jobs and we need every one of

them.

] just found out that the Canadian quota and some of the Southeast Alaska
quota were cut by 35% to help Oregon coast Chinook. 1 also heard that these
numbers were not figured in to the projected returning Chinook salmon to Sixes and
Bk Rivers. It would be great to see those extra few fish be given to the Bubble

Fishery.

Last year, since we didn’t have and October season 1 spent a lot of time at the
mouth of the Elk sport fishing, It was the craziest thing I have ever seen, a hundred
people and a thousand fish stuckina ditch for weeks. [ personally watched one
afterncon where over two hundred fish came out of the river, not including Jacks.
This went on for at least 10-14 days. Every low tide there had to be a hundred fish
taken out. I figure there was 2000 or more fish caught at the mouth of the Elk alone.
] was concerned that ] fished down there nine days and [ only got my fish checked
twice. 1 think a Iot of fish went unrecorded, I was also concerned with the lack oflaw
enforcement considering there was a lot of snagging going on. It was really hard
watching all these fish taken and knowing we only had 250 fish to make a living on.

If the Sixes River wild fish are the major concern, then you need to notlet
anyone intentionally take a Sixes River wild fish. This means, the Sixes should be a
stray hatchery sport fishery only., You could still fish the river, but not keep anything

with all its fins.

As far as the upcoming 2009 season, my two biggest concerns are lack of fish
to catch and the late November 15t opening that we saw last year, Last year, on
November 15t it was not very nice. It was very bad ocean conditions. Being the
young, hungry fisherman that I am, I went fishing. | spent three hours on the ocean
by myself in conditions that I was really not comfortable with. When I got in to the



Nick Bordelon
42720 Silver Springs Road, P.0. Box 352, Port Orford, OR 97465
(541}290-9460, posalmon®@yahoo.com

dock the swell was so big that the mast of my boat hit the dock and did some
damage. November is too late, the weather is turning bad and a lot of us have
upcoming crab seasons to get ready for, which is a massive amount of work. As for
the lack of fish, [ understand there is a need to protect wild stocks. There is alsoa
need for fishermen to feed their families. I'm not asking for a full season, but I do not
think that 500 fish for the bubble fishery is out of the question. October and
November are hard times around here because crab season has not started yet and,
usually, the near-shore rock fishery is not very productive that time of year.

As for the bag limit, I think it is a good idea on a season with under 800 fish. 1
think it levels the playing field a little bit and does not turn the fishery into a big boat
or one boat show. Last year, a ten fish day was worth between $1000 and $1200.
This is still a good day and if a guy doesn’t want to get off the dock for that, then he
doesn’t really want to fish. Since we did not fill our quota last year at ten fish,I
would propose a fifteen fish daily bag limit. I think that bag Himits are probably good
for management of the fishery. .

Here is what I'm asking for the upcoming 2009 season, a start date of October
10, a 500 fish quota, and a 15 fish daily bag limit. ] don’t think that this would be
too much to ask. Thanks for taking the time to read my letter. I hope that you will
take what I have said into consideration before you make a final decision. Please
send a copy of this letter to the 0.D.F. Commission for their review.

ordelon
F/V Keta
Port Orford, OR

T
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Ron Boyce

Sent:  Monday, May 11, 2008 1:28 PM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Ce: Robert Buckman

Subject: FW: fishing regs siletz river

Please include June 5% Commission public comment, thanks

From: ODFW Comments

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 1:10 PM
To: Ron Boyce

Subject: FW: fishing regs siletz river

From: Coyote Rock [mailto:coyrock@harborside.com]
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2009 12:59 PM

To: odfw.comments@state.or.us

. Subject: FW: fishing regs siletz river

I am sending this to Ron Boyce or the Fish and Wildlife Commission. | have tried to Ron’s email, but have had the
email returned.

Thank you very much.
Ed Walter

Coyote Rock RV Resort & Marina
1678 Siletz River Highway
Lincoln City, OR 97367

coyrock@harborside.com
Phone (541) 896-6824
Fax  {541) 894-4268

Please check out our website at www.coyote-rock.com

From: Coyote Rock [maiito;coyrock@harborside.com]
Sent: Friday, May 08, 2009 12:26 PM

To: 'ron.boyce@state.or.us’

Subject: fishing regs

Hi Ron
Just wanted fo give you my thoughts as a business owner on the Siletz.

The fishing season is a very important part of our business. My business and many others would be decimated by
a closure on this river. With the economy as it is this would be a final biow to us.

Our fishermen, some who have been coming as long as 25 years, have seen good and bad times. They
understand reduced limits and the possibility of not catching any fish. They want the opportunity to fry even
though the success rate in the last couple of years hasn't been good. Many come to Coyote Rock for a week or
two and some come for as fong as 2 months. We have seen them fish less than in the past and go crabbing or to
the casino or the beaches instead. A closure will affect the not only Coyote Rock and everyone else on the river,

5/11/2009
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but Lincoin City, Depoe Bay, Newport and the entire surrounding area.

On the news today the unemployment rate nationally is 8.9% but in Oregon itis over 12%. These are
exiraordinary times. Please keep that in mind when making decisions on the Silefz fishing regulations.

Thank you very much.
Ed Walter

Coyote Rock RV Resort & Marina
1676 Siletz River Highway

Lincoln City, OR 97367
coyrock@harborside.com

Phone (541) 996-6824

Fax  (541) 9944266

Please check out our website at www.coyote-rock.com

5/11/2009
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Sandra Fixsen

From: ODFW Commission

Sent:  Tuesday, May 12, 2009 1:41 PM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: 2008 Fall Regulations

For your records. — Teri Kucera

From: Phil [mailto:phii@tcotackle.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 9:01 AM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: 2009 Fall Regulations

| currently own a small tackle company and do most of my business with people and other businesses along the
Siletz river. | am in the regretable position of having to publicly oppose any closure of the river. However, after

" attending the Newport meeting | feel that the Siletz should be severly restricted if not closed. The majority of the
fish | observed came from around Medicine Rock and further upstream, with the exception of lron Works low on
the river on early low tide. The majority of these fish were not recorded on harvest cards, and were caught by the
residents in the housing developments above Medicine Rock. | know of multiple residents who exceeded thier
1/5 per day/year and and kept fishing the area. Fortunately most anglers quit fishing mid October before the
majority of the run showed. ODFW observers were very rarely seen if ever, and NEVER see any type of
enforcement in the area. .
The coho in the same area were extreamiey easy to target and were often kept being called "Siletz River Jacks”
and was a far more productive fishery than the chinook. | would sugest closing the river approx. 2 miles above
sunset landing, with a 200 chinook quota in the available fishery and 250 coho ( the numbers provided for
estamated returns show the fishery will support this and still leave enough to fiil the naitive intrests and allow a
cushion of over 100 fish) with a return to regular regulations next year, and the possibility of relaxing or extending
the chinook guota should the numbers be stronger than expected. | would support more observers, and OSP
enforcement needs fo have a presence. If at alf possible a mandatory daily check infout permit station shouid be
established, anyone wishing to dock another place having to check out first and be done fishing for the day. Any
unauthorized landing of boats in other locations or no permit punishable by fines/loss of license/tags. Centraly
located facilities like Chinook Bend and Coyote rock would be gouod locations,
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Sandra Fixsen

From: ODFW Commission .

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 1.41 PM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: Alsea fishery, fall 2009

for your records. Thanks. Teri Kucera

From:; MARK ROBERTS [mailto:stepmegmnr4@msn.com]
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 12:49 PM

To: odfw.commission@state.or.us

Subject: Alsea fishery, fall 2009

After looking at all the ideas on the tabie for this fall, I would lean towards the 1/day, 3 per season.
I think most folks that fish that area would agree. That would give us some opportunity to fish
without harming the run. I would like to see 7 days a week since a ot of the time weekends are
the only times for a majority of folks to fish. And, with a reduced limit, there would be less harm
to the local economy than total closure. I would suggest the entire river above tidewater be closed
this year. Or, even close the entire season 10/31/09. Allow us to keep a fin clipped Chinook and/or
Coho still, in addition to the wild fish. There is a tremendous population of seals in that area. They
are doing quite a bit of damage as well. May want to consider removing some, similar to what is
being done on the Columbia. '

Thanks, Mark Roberts

Albany, OR

5/12/20609
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Chris Knutsen

Sent:  Tuesday, May 12, 2008 6:26 PM
To! Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: 2099 Chinook salmon fisheries

Another 2009 fishery comment for the record

Chris Knutsen

District Fish Biologist

ODFW - North Coast Watershed District
4907 Third Street

Tillamook, Oregon 97141

Phone: 1.503.842.2741

FAX: 1.503.842.8385

From: nehalem [mailto;wheelerlodge@nehalemtel.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 6:07 PM

To: chris.j.knutsen@state.or.us

Subject: Fw: 2099 Chinook salmon fisheries

To: Oregon Department of Fisheries
From: Wheeler on the Bay Lodge and Marina
Date: 5/12/2009

Subject:  Nehalelm Bay Chinook Fishing Season for 2009

| am writing this memo in regards to the proposed changes being considered for the
Chinock fisheries on the Nehalem river for the 2009 fall season. As 1 write this, | iry to be
open minded about how this decision impacts the Chinook fisheries for the future, the future
of the town of Wheeler, Oregon and the businesses that lay on the bay’s shores. This
decision not only impacts the Chinook fish but also impacts the infrastructure along the coast
and bay. With the economy the way it is, this decision will have a major impact on all the little
hotels and marinas that sit along Nehalem bay, and all the small businesses they support.
With out a Chinook season the small businesses that rely on this fisheries may not survive

through this year.
My proposal keeping both the Chinook salmon and the small businesses in mind is this:

Allow 1 Chinook a day, 3 for the season. Close the area from the Nehalem state park boat
ramp out into the Pacific Ocean. Close all waters above tidal flow, this would be Roy Creek
park on the main stem (south fork), and the Aldervale bridge on the north fork. The fish would
get into the bay before being fished for, allowing them to disperse and not be jammed into a
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funnel as they would be in the jetty portion of the Nehalem River, most fish are caught in this
area. It would also eliminate the upper portion of the river that some have used as an area to
snag fish, gut them for the eggs and throw the carcases away. Most people that fish this
fishery are families with kids, that come fo fish, enjoy the area and spend some time here.
Most won'’t even see a Chinook let alone catch one. This would allow a season to take place
and help the small businesses make it through these tough times.

| know that the coho are also being looked at as a replacement fisheries for the chinook on
the Nehalem river. This would be a feasible option except for the coho are a small time frame

fisheries. They are in the bay 3 weeks at best, so it is not a viable option for the marinas or
hotels that rely on a longer season.

By implementing these changes, | believe we can insure the future of both the Chinook
salmon and the small business’s that rely upon them.

Thank you,

Pat Scribner |
Wheeler on the Bay Lodge and Marina

5/14/2009
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Chris Knuisen

Sent:  Wednesday, May 13, 2009 7:47 AM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Cc: Rick Klumph; Robert Bradley
Subject: FW; Angling Regulations

Sandra, please add the correspondence below on 2009 fall fisheries to the record.

Chris Knutsen
District Fish Biologist
ODFW - North Coast Watershed District
4907 Third Street
Tillamook, Oregon 97141
Phone: 1.503.842.2741
"FAX: 1.503.842.8385

From: Michael Glowa [malito:nightglow@nehalemtel.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 9:42 PM

To: 'Chris Knutsen'

Subject: RE: Angling Regulations

Chris,

As President of the Wheeler City Council | am keenly aware of the financial benefit that recreational salmen
fishing in Nehalem Bay has on our local economy. Several of us from Wheeler attended the public hearing in
Tillamook a couple weeks ago and made the point that small businesses like Wheeler Marina, Wheeler on the
Bay Lodge, Sea Shack Restaurant, and others depend on the salmon fishermen in August, September and
October to make money and survive. Most of us also realize that to preserve this wonderfu! fishery for future
generations it is critical to work in the present to reduce salmon predation, to work on salmon habitat
restoration, better enforcement of existing rules/regulations and elc,

This being said t would like to propose the following changes to the Fall 2009 salmon fishing regulations in
Nehatem Bay: :

1. Restrict the number and for days the licensed guide boats are allowed to fish in Nehalem Bay. Perhaps

using a lottery type system to
make it fair. Obviously, this type of system would need monitoring. No restrictions on recreational

fishing boats.
9. Establish a fimit of 3 salmon per day, one of which can be a Chinook with a limit of 3 for the season and
one of which can be a
non-fin clipped Coho with a limit of 5 for the season. Retain current annuat limits on fin clipped Coho.

3. Restrict type of hooks used to “barbless only” to minimize harming fish to be released.

4. Establish fishing boundaries: No fishing for Chinook on South Fork above Hwy 53 bridge at Mohler; No
fishing for Chinook on

5/14/2009
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North Fork above Aldervale; No fishing for Chinook from Jetty Fishery out into the Pacific Ocean.

Cordially,

/ _\v

Michael Glowa

Front: Chris Knutsen [mailto:chris.j.knutsen@state.or.us]
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 9:11 AM

To: nightglow@nehalemtel.net

Subject: Angiing Regulations

Please send me your comments to me, | will make sure they get to Salem.

Chris Knutsen

District Fish Biologist

ODFW - North Coast Watershed District
4907 Third Street

Tillamook, Oregon 97141

Phone: 1.503.842.2741

FAX: 1.503.842.8385

Checked by AVG - www,.avg.com

No virus found in this incoming message. : _ <
Version: 8.5.325 / Virus Database: 270.12.26/2110 - Release Date: 05/12/09 06:22:00
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To: ODFW and Fish and Wildlife Commission April 28, 2009

Proposals below are based on first hand vbservations; interviews with ODFW staff, STEP
members, private land owpers, and sportsmen; various agency reports and media sources;
. and ODFW proposed regulations and closures including supporting arguments. '

PROPOSAL #1 Permanent closures should occur in upper reaches of Oregon strcams
where natural spawning i historically shown to have been most prevalent; where current
conditions are judged to be optimal for spawning success; where efforts arc underway to
restore spawning habitat and numbers through the Oregon Plan for Salmon and Habitat:
and where fishing access is limited naturally or by human desigo.

. a).Elk River Proposal: Create new fishing deadling at the lower end of the highway
hole. This would protect upper river spawning beds and allow for greater
escapement of naturally spawning salmon. At this location signs and markers can
be erected that can be seen clearly from the road as well as the river,

b) Sixes River Proposal: Similar deadline crected 200 feet below Hdson Creek
confluence to protect this spawning tributary and upper reaches of the Sixes.

¢) Coquilie River Proposal: Deadline established at Arago Boat Ramp to protect
salmon trapped by low water conditions which keep the fish in tidal waters wett~—
past their prime. ‘

d) Coos River Proposal: Deadlines at West Fork Millicoma confluence, Daniels

Creek Confluence

PROPOSAL #2 The Flk and Sixes River systems should be closed to Salmon fishing (as
it has been in the past) after December 31 * and not the current date of March 31%.

PROPOSAL #3 Rag limits on these systems should be limited to I non-clipped per day
and 5 per year as they were last year.

Supporting Argument: Salmon holding in pools in upper river systems are

 consistently a late season target for guides and sport fishermen. Two cxamples of this are
observable during the late season on the Elk River on the South Coast. The swinging
bridge riffle on the Elk River once supported hundreds of spawning fish. These fish hold
in the deeper pools below and sbove the riffle until ripe. Since there are relatively few
fish in the lower river during the late season boaters launching at the Elk River hatchery
are anchoring in these upper holding pools rather than drifting through to the lower
sections, in effect targeting these in river spawners. The boat traffic drives the fish off the
spawning beds and into the pools where they are quick to react to lures designed (o
agitate and provoke thom to strike. :

Another example occurs across from the Elk River Hatchery Boat Ramp where boats
anchor in front of Anvil Creek, effectively ambushing fish holding in the main stem
waiting to enter this prime spawning tributary on the next rain.

TOTAL P.B2
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Similar practices occur on the Sixes and other South Coast Clearwater streams where
natural spawner numbers have decreased as fishing pressure has increased and fishing
seasons have been extended so that they occur during prime in river spawning times,

The real tragedy is that Chinook Salmon caught under these conditions are wasted
because although they appear in good condition outwardly, they are actually protein
depleted and have no food value at this spawning stage. Dressed carcasscs at Elk River
RV Park and Ironhead Boat Ramp attest to the poor condition and subsequent waste ol
these spawn ripe fish.

QDFW spawning survey numbers attest to the devastation to the in river spawning
caused by the above-conditions being allowed. Fewer than 100 Chinook spawners were
observed on the Elk River in 2007. Regulation of these fisheries is required now in order
to protect and reestablish in river spawning in the futurc.

Gary Wellbaum

Harding Learning Center Salmon Study Team
54356 Arago Fishtrap Road

Myrde Point, OR 97548

(541) 404-4907

Post-it* Fax Note 7671 D= 5’ 15/0 |56k T
% Wor emee ™" yAIKE R
Comve. Mmasg I ClarleSion

m# Phone # .
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Sandra Fixsen

Erom: Sandra Fixsen [sandra.lfixsen@state.or.us]

Sent:
To:

Friday, May 08, 2009 1:00 PM
Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: 2008 reguiation proposals - South Coast

From: Val Early [mailto:val@eailyfishing.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2009 5:29 PM

To: 'Todd Confer’

Subject: 2009 regulation proposals - South Coast

Hi Todd,
After attending the meeting on April 3oth regarding the proposed regulations for the 2009 Fall Chinook Seasons |
wanted to offer suggestions and comments as per the meeting directive.

1.

First and foremost | would like to suggest, given the current state of the fisheries, that ODFW consider
that after keeping a native Chinook the angler must stop fishing — no catch and release looking for a
hatchery fish or jacks. | feel the mortality rate from handling and hooking is not worth it considering the
run prediction. If an angler releases NP CHF then they wouldn’t have to stop fishing until they kept the
NP CHF. Similarly, if an angler caught a hatchery fish they could continue fishing until they caught either
another hatchery fish or a wild CHF. Many areas and states currently have this regulation and while
there may be some initial opposition to this, sport fishermen have the fish at heart. After listening to the
talk by Dr. Noakes about the “handling” mortality ~ at the very least, and in conjunction with any
released fish, the fish should never be removed from the water if it is intended to be released. | would
like to see this regulation implemented regardless of the seasonal fimits. This is a big issue and would
help to solve other issues in the distribution of fish. Having a one NP CHF limit could allow for some of
the other fisheries and user groups o have a share.

The yearly limit for NP CHF would be best for the Chetco, Winchuck and Sixes {the most critical areas) at
1/3 aggregate. This will still aHow for angler effort and while it is a small amount, it would still allow for
some muttiple days of fishing. Again, | really feel a person should quit fishing after harvesting a NP CHF.

Low flow closures for the Chetco (and Winchuck) although | wouid encourage ODFW to allow an estuary
fishery in the Chetco to help with the economics of the this region — especially considering the
questionable Bubble Fishery. Again, with a quota, if allowed and below Mwy 101 bridge with a one NP
CHF limit; stop fishing after retention. Having a low flow closure will also help with the increase in
anglers closed out of neighboring California streams due to low-flow closures these border rivers have
historically seen. '

Chetco Bubble Fishery & Elk River Bubble Fishery — both fisheries are important economically to the
region. However, with the small returns predicted is it really viable to have one? Especially after the
PFMC granted a CHF fishery over Labor Day weekend and there will be a big angler effort to harvest a
trophy {Slammin’ Salmon winning fish). The Elk Bubble would be a more likely candidate between the 2
fisheries and would allow some take for sport and commercial fishers but the affect on the Sixes
populations may be too costly. Again, if this fishery is conducted the 1/3 aggregate limit should apply
with the fisherman required to stop fishing after keeping/rétaining a NP CHF.

Deadline fisheries for the Chetco and Sixes would also help to protect our NP CHF in the upper reaches
of both rivers..A deadline already exists on the Winchuck.

Address the predation issue — we are losing too many adults and juveniles to predators — seals, sea
lions, cormorants. Their numbers have multiplied at a much higher rate than the fish we are trying to
protect.

5/8/2009
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7. Consider the use of swim-out fry boxes for “left over” CHF from Chetco Broodstock - it would go a long
way with PRI

Fishermen are always the first group to step up and help an endangered fishery - either by regulation or
through volunteerism. The other consumers of fish - seals, sea lions, cormorants - don't ever slow down their
efforts!

Hopefully the 2010 year class will show an increase in the CHF populations so regulations can return to the
normai cycle without emergency regs being implements. New science is constantly emerging; perhaps some of it
will help to pin-point the problems and causes of the decline in fish we are seeing.

Please forward this to proper individuals or committees. If | need to be more specific, let me know.
Vat Early

Early Fishing. Inc.
www.earlyfishing.com

5/8/2009
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ODFW Comumission May 13, 2009 MAY 15 2009
3406 Cherry Ave. N. E.
Salem, OR 97303 s .

- Director's Offics

Re: Coastal Chinook and Coho 2009 Season

T atiended an informational meeting put on by ODFW in Newport on April 29. The
subject was the upcoming sport salmon fishing season and the various restrictions being
considered in light of projected declining salmon runs. Prior to attending that meeting I
read an article on the issue in the Newport News Times and also reviewed related
information that was available on the internet. Interestingly enough, while there was
substantial discussion of a number of suspected causes for the decline in salmon runs
including “poor ocean conditions”, “drought”, “habitat degradation”, “water
withdrawals” and “changes in hatchery operations”, there was virtually no mention of
one of the most obvious and correciable causes of all; over predation.

Anyone who lives near the beach or coastal rivers is aware of the increasing nurmbers of
sea lions, seals and cormorants. In many of the rivers and estuaries the cormorant
population, for example, is so great that there is inadequate roosting space for the birds o
dry their feathers after gorging on salmon and steelhead smolts trying to reach the ocean.
These predators consume huge numbers of young fish, up o 60% in some areas. Seals
and sea lions continue the piunder in the bays and oceans. The numbers of fish these
nredators destroy has to number in the 10°s of millions every year. Yel the populations of
the predators continue 1o grow as fish stocks decline. When predator control is suggested
to government officials it is almost universally met with shrugged shoulders and the
response “sorry, they are lederally protected”.

1 am personally tired of that response. As the fisheries representatives of one of only three
states on the Pacific coast I believe you have not only the standing but the responsibility
to prioritize predator reduction through whatever means are necessary. Cormorants are no
more threatened than starlings are. Seal and sea lion populations have increased several
hundredfold in the las( 30-40 years, I have no problem with sharing the resource but the
rules of the game at present are simply unfair. It seems to be the general consensus
among the “experts” that over fishing is not the problem. Yet it seems, year after year,
that a reduction in fishing is the first option.

There are ways to deal with this problem short of slaughtering the predators. Cormorant
nesting areas couid be patrolied and a percentage of eggs destroyed. Seals and sea lions
could be neutered. The simple fact is, however, that if predator populations continue to
grow unchecked fishing will continue to suffer causing economic disaster for coastal
comumnunities.



Fisheries “management” should include not only hatcheries, habilat restoration and water
resource protection, etc. it must inciude predator management. I believe it is your
responsibilily lo demand either federal action {o “unlist” these species or to demand the
right, as a severely impacted state, to take steps to mitigate this problem ourselves,

Thank you for the opportunity to express these views. [ look forward to seeing steps
taken m this direction.

Bruce A Durkee
P. O Box222
Tidewater, OR 97390

cc: Bob Buckman
ODFW, Newport

T,
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Chris Knutsen

Sent:  Tuesday, May 19, 2009 4:10 PM
To: Jesse Miles

Ce: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: RE: Fishing in Wheeler

Thanks for your comments Jesse. They will be included in the public record.

Chris Knutsen

District Fish Biologist

ODFW - North Coast Watershed District
49077 Third Street

Tillamook, Oregon 97141

Phone; 1.503.842.2741

FAX: 1.503.842.8385

From: Jesse Miles {maiEto:jessemile@gmail.com}
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2009 3:36 PM

To: chris.j.knutsen@state.or.us

Subject: Fishing in Wheeler

Hi Chris

My name is Jesse Miles and I live in the city of Wheeler Oregon on the Nehalem Bay. I've heard all of
the talk about how they want to regulate the fishing for this year from my dad and I thought of a way
that might be good for trying to compensate for the small run. If we don't allow guiding in the

Nehalem Bay and let them go down to Tillamook instead, there would probably be a pretty big decrease
in the amount of fish caught.

Thanks a lot,
Jesse Miles.

5/20/2009
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WILD
SALMON
CENTER.

Guido Rahr

Wild Salmon Center

721 N.W. 8" Avenue, Suite 300
Portland, OR 97208

{503) 222-1804

May 19, 2009

The OBFW Commission
Commission Chair Marla Rae
3406 Cherry Avenue N.E.
Salem, OR 87303

{503) 947-6044

RE: Comments regarding pending Commission action on 2009 angling regulations in coastal river
basins.

Dear Chair Rae:

The Wild Salmon Center offers the following comments regarding the deliberations you are engaged in,
namely, restricting harvest of wiid fall Chinook across the entire coast and considering approval of
fisheries for wild coho salmon in 4 estuaries, This letter contains the following:

Recommendation — Proposed Harvest rules to Protect Wild Chinook Szlmon
Comment — Proposed Fishery for Wild Coho in four Coastal Rivers

Comment — Annual Adjustment of Harvest Regulations

Comment — Wild Saimon and Steethead Harvest Opportunity

Comment — Need to evaluate By-Catch Mortality

The mission of the Wild Satmon Center is to identify, understand and protect the best wild salman
ecosystems of the Pacific Rim. We devise and implement practical strategies based on science, {0
protect forever these extraordinary places and their biodiversity.

Recommendation — Proposed Harvest rules to Protect Wild Chinook Salmon

The WSE concurs with ODEW staff that runs of wild Chinook to coastal rivers will be at depressed levels
in 2009, We note that considerable uncertainty exists regarding the accuracy of run predictions and the
sufficiency of escapement targets for Chinook. However, the need to significantly reduce harvest
mortality on Chinock salmon in all Oregon coastal rivers seems indisputable, based on data presented

INTERNATIONA] HEADQUARTERS
721 NW Ninch Avenue, Suee 300+ Portland, Oregon 57209 USA - Tel: 503.222,1804 « Fax: 503.222.1805

info@wildsalmoncenterorg < wwwewildsalmencenrer.ozg



by ODFW staff in recent public meetings. The best available data predict that returns of wild caho will -
be relatively goad, but returns of witd Chinook will be refatively poor.

We agree with this assessment and strongly recommend that the OFWC adopf the most conservative
set of harvest regulations for Chinook in 2008, hased on ODEW staff recommendations that are
tailored to run-strength predictions and ecological circumstances in each coastal basin.

We urge you also to consider terminal tackle restrictions that may reduce by-catch mortality of non-
target species {e.g., mortality of Chincok caught when targeting coho, mortality of coho when

targeting Chinoak).

Comment — Proposed Fishery for Wild Coho in four Coastal Rivers
The WSC has evaluated this proposal, attended public meetings where the proposal was discussed, and
engaged ODFW staff in Q/A regarding specifics of the proposal. Cur understanding is that the proposed
harvest quota of wild coho salmon in each of these four basins:
» represents about five percent of the predicted escapement to each of these basins, after ocean
fishery mortality,
e s designed to achieve lower fishery mortality than is allowed under PFMC Amendment i3,
= |5 designed to achieve a level of spawning escapement considerably higher than equitibrium
seeding in each basin,
o will be monitored,
° is consistent with the Oregon Coastal Coho Conservation Plan, and
@ requires approval by NOAA .,

Based on the scientific and fishery management information presented, we believe that the proposed
wild coho fishery daes not pose a significant conservation risk to recovery of the ESA-listed Coastal

Coho ESU,

Comment — Annual Adiustiment of Harvest Regulations

The Wild Salmoh Center supports adaptive fish management capable of adjusting harvest levels based
on annual assessments of run-strength in individual river basins. Specificaily, if wild populations are
producing strong returns, a harvest would be-allowad; if populations are producing weak returns, no
harvest would be allowed. The WSC suggests that the allowable level of harvest-related rmortality be
constrained to levels that provide escapement levels that are greater than equilibrium seeding.

Propased 2009 changes to annual angling regulations for coastal rivers is an example of the adaptive
management approach that WSC supports.

Comment ~ Wild Salmon and Steethead Harvest Opportunity.

The WSC supports providing harvest opportunity on wild anadromous fish, if such harvest opportunity is
consistenit with achieving escapement of wild salmon and steelhead above equilibrium seeding fevels.
From our perspective, providing a conservation-based opportunity to kill wild salmon and steelFead is
preferable to the alternative of adding hatchery fish to a river basin to fulfili public demand for a harvest
fishery. We note that hatchery programs are offsn extremely costly and are associated with a broad
range of genetic and/or ecological affects on wild populaticns. The opportunity to harvest wild salmon
and steelhead in years with strong runs should, we hope, reinforce the notion that fishing and fish




harvest can indeed be supported by wild fish— and that habiat protection and restorationis a
fundamental and cost-effective requirement of sustaining these fisheries.

Comment — Need to evaluate By-catch mortality

The WSC suggests that the ODFW staff initiate new studies to evaluate by-catch mortality; first on coho
and Chinook in estuary fisherfes and next, on steelhead. it seems likely that annual adjustments in
angling regulations and allowable harvest levels will be adjusted in the future, depending on predicted
run~strengths of these species in individugl basins. The era of simply going fishing for salmon on the
coast each year may not be biologically feasible in the foreseeable future. The conservation merits of
future ODFW staff proposals for fishery openings, closures, use of various terminal tackie, and allowahle
kill guotas will be most credible if supported by current, locally relevant information on catch-and-

release mortality.

Thank you for considering our camments apd recommendations,

Sipterely
G
Guido Rahr

President & Chief Executive

Ce:

Roy Elicker, ODFW Director

£d Bowles, QDFW Fish Division Administrator
Sandra Fixen, QDFW Fish Division

Bill Bakke, Native Fish Society

Alan Moore, Trout Unlimited

Jeff Hickman, Sterra Club
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Robert Buckman

Sent:  Thursday, May 21, 2009 10:26 AM

To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: 2009 Fall Salmon season (My thoughts)

Sandra, please include this as comments on the 2009 salmon regulations in coastal rivers and bays.

Thank you
Bob Buckman

From: gary hohnstein [mafito:garyhohnstein6@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, May 02, 2009 1.38 PM

To: robert.c.buckman@state.or.us

Subject: 2009 Fall Salmon season (My thoughts)

I fish the Siuslaw River each fall and enjoy it. Concerning closing the Siuslaw River for Chinnok
Salmon this fall - If that is what it takes to preserve the runs for the future, so be it. But if it remains
open for Chinnok Salmon with a one fish limit, in my opinion, each angler should take the first fish
caught, either Chinook or Coho. I have seen many coho in the river each year and each year many killed
because they were landed in the boat then released. Itis my belief that these released coho will die and
they are not strong enough to stand this kind of stress. By keeping one Coho (I think the number of
Coho would support this) it would then protect Chinook salmon from additional fishing pressure from
these angelers.

You have a tough job - Good Luck !

Gary Hohnstein

5/21/2009
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From: Jeff Jackson [mailto:jeffreybjackson@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2009 1:29 PM .

To: Bob Buckman "

Cc: Paul Burns; Rob Russell

Subject: 2009 Fall Chinook Regulations

Hello Bob
I'm not sure I'll be able to make the meeting in Newport on Wed. In case 1 do see you there, I'd like to fet
you know what I'm seeing/hearing down on the Siuslaw, and how I feel about the upcoming season.

s Please consider making the salmon angling deadline at the confluence of the Siuslaw and Lake Creek
permanent. This would be a regulation change that would act as a buffer against poor returns and
protect spawning fish and fish past their prime as table fare. As you know there have been many
problems with snagging over the years in this area. There are plenty of bank fishing opportunities
below the Forks for anglers without boats. Lake Creek is crucial to fall chinook in the Sluslaw basin
and it is worth considering closing it completely to salmon angling.

» There are rumors that fall chinook angling may be closed on some rivers on the coast, I've heard the
Nehalem, Siletz and Alsea are definitely on the list. Even though approximately 50% of my guiding
income Is derived from fall chinook angling, I would be in favor of a chinook closure if the best
estimates ODFW has show the returns won't support a fishery during 2009. 1 helieve the "worst case"
scenario would be multiple rivers closed and the Siuslaw remaining open. As you know that would
greatly increase the pressure on a chinook run that doesn't need the added strain. I would rather error
on the conservative side than do permanent and lasting damage to this fishery, I have worked too
hard over the past several years to watch greed and selfishness destroy my home waters.

o I am not convinced the Siuslaw can support a wild coho fishery at this time. USFS spawning fish data
from Knowles Creek basin for 2008-09 did not show good spawner escapement. While numbers were
better than 2007-08, they were still quite low. We believe large numbers of coho were caught in the
Siuslaw during fall 2008 because the majority of the coho run staged in the river earlier than normal
and waited until optimal water conditions to move upriver. It does not appear the run size was
exceptional - but you have access to more spawning fish data for the basin than I do.

We appreciate all the hard work you do and the tough decisions you must make. I know there must be a lot
of pressure to keep certain rivers open. You guys are going to hear it Wed. But there are many of us on the
other side of the issue. There are those of us that want to ensure these fish are around for our
grandchildren and their grandchildren to enjoy. And if that means a temporary or emergency closu te to
protect fragile runs, then you have my support.

Best
Jeff Jackson

www.actionjacksonfishing.com

rediscover Hotmail®: Now avaitable on your iPhone or BlackBerry Check it out.
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Sandra Fixsen [sandra.l.fixsen@state.or.us]
Sent;  Thursday, May 21, 2009 11:13 AM

To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: Fall Chinook Season

From: Lester Ross [mailto:AJSgrumpy@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2009 4:02 PM

To: robert.c.buckman@state.or.us

Subject: Fall Chinook Season

Bob,
Was not able to make the meeting tonight, so I thought I'd send my comments.

Last year, sport fishermen were limited to 5 finned salmon for the year. In the past, I've generally
caught my limit, but not last year. We marked a lot of salmon on our fishfinders, and I mean A LOT,
but getting them to bite was something else. It was surreal. From my observations on the Yaquina and
Siuslaw, the catch was terrible, yet everyone commented on the large number of salmon being marked.
Very frustrating. ‘

We, like many others, generally make a few trips to the coastal rivers, staying for a week ortwo ata
time. Almost everyone I've discussed this with agree. No fishing, no coastal trips; and we'll have to
cancel reservations. If the counts of returning chinook warrant it, limiting the catch to a few salmon per
person would be the best for all concerned. In these tough economic times, canceling fall fishing could
be a disaster for the coastal tourist industry. Already, we've seen numerous businesses closing their
doors, including shops, restaurants, and motels. If fall fishing is canceled, PLEASE find a way for the
State or Federal government to compensate coastal tourist businesses. They are as endangered as our
salmon, and like our salmon, we would like to see them survive.

Regards,
Lester

5/21/2009
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Sandra Fixsen

From: Sandra Fixsen [sandra.lfixsen@state.or.us]
Sent:  Thursday, May 21, 2009 11:13 AM

To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: Comments (Round Three)

From: Karl Mueller [mailto:karlrmueller@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, Apri! 29, 2009 11:50 AM

To: robert.c.buckman@state.or.us '

Subject: Comments (Round Three)

Karl Mueller
4829 Elderberry Loop
Springfield, Oregon

1 am generally in favor of the idea of limited terminal fisheries on the OCN; however, I have two
concerns that I believe should be addressed prior to having this fishery:

1. The seasonal quota is set using a combination of spawner abundance, seeding percentage and
ocean productivity for coho. I believe these are important and suitable metrics. My concern is that
the escapement estimates required for full seeding are based on a 1998 study/estimate of in-river
carrying capacity, As the Commission is undoubtedly aware, governmental agencies both on the
federal and state level as well as non-governmental partners have done substantial work to
improve in-river carrying capacity since 1998. It stands to reason that generally speaking,
carrying capacity has improved since 1998 and therefore more spawners are required to fully seed
the available habitat than the current escapement targets. Therefore, there is an urgent need
to update the carrying capacity estimates for the rivers selected for terminal fisheries in
2009 and a pressing need to update these estimates coast-wide prior to implementing
quotas and/or selecting areas for terminal fisheries in 2010 and beyond. 1 also believe
that the FMEP should provide for ongoing reevaluations of the carrying capacity of Oregon's rivers
to acceunt for improving habitat conditions. I would suggest once every ten years.

2. 1 believe the Nehalem fishery is inappropriate as fall chinook are not projected to meet
escapement targets for that watershed. In fact, I believe that the FMEP should include at the very
least a manadatory assessment of the impact of the terminal fishery on other non-listed salmonid
species (chinook and chum) that may constitute by-catch in the terminal coho fishery. In my view,
it is not appropriate to provide terminal fisheries on coho or other salmon species where another
salmon species that is not meeting escapement targets will be impacted.

Best Regards,

Windows Live™ SkyDrive™: Get 25 GB of free online storage. Check it out.

5/21/2009
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Sandra Fixsen

From: ODFW Commission

Sent:  Thursday, May 21, 2009 2:.06 PM
To: Sandra Fixsen

Subject: FW: coho fishery: salmon river

For your information. — Teri Kucera

From: Dennis1559@aol.com {mailto:Dennis1559@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2009 8:48 AM

To: ocdfw.commission@state.or.us

Subject: coho fishery: salmon river

Gentlemen, As President of the Salmon river keepers, | would like to have the Salmon river Estuary
included, in your Coho , and Chinook salmon fishety proposals, the salmon river has had a vary strong coho
salmon run, including native, and hatchery fish, the hatchery fish has been discontinued for the second year
now, and according to hatchery officials they will not be clipping, or raising future coho for the salmon river, |
would appreciate any feedback on this subject. Thank you, Dennis D
Stage, President Salmon River Keepers  ( salmonriverkeepers@yahoo.com )

Recession-proof vacation ideas. Find free things to do in the U.S.

5/21/2009




Native Fish Society
7830 S.W. 40t
Portland, Oregon 97219
503.977.0287
Conserving biological diversity of native fish and profecting their habitats

May 18, 2009

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Commissioners
3406 Cherry Avenue N.E
Salem, OR 97303

Dear Commissioners:
RE: Comments on harvest proposal for Oregon Coastal Natural coho salmon

The reasons NES does not support a kill fishery on ESA-isted wild coho in selected Oregon
coastal rivers are:

A coho kill fishery as proposed is perfect for a population that is recovered rather than listed as a
protected species under the ESA.

The time series data that ODEW uses to justify the fishery is a subset of the time series data that
is available. This data on run size should be placed in the context of the historic time series. We
have provided a graphic for that time series (1890 to 2000s) produced by ODFW biologists. This
database indicates that wild coho production in Oregon coastal rivers has declined and the trend
takes this population closer to extinction. '

The increase in wild coho abundance in the early 2000s was due to an improved ocean condition

and these populations have benefited from that increase in spawner abundance, but it is too early
to kill spawners given their threatened status.

The kill fishery would target Yaquina, Coos, Coquille, and Nehalem rivers. Except for the
Coquille Rivet, the wild coho populations in the other streams have displayed a volatile
fluctuation in abundance ranging from near zero spawners 10 thousands of spawners. This
volatility should be of concern for these threatened populations. They are not stable and there is
no increasing trend.

The Yaquina and Coos rivers are predicted to have a declining spawner abundance in 2009.

Capacity of the habitat to support coho salmon and other salmonids is increased by marine
derived nutrients that enrich these streams from salmon carcasses. However, there is no target for
carcass enrichment of these streams called for by Amendment 13 or in the proposal to increase
harvest by the agency. The scientific literature estimates that to be 93-155 salmon carcasses per
kilometer of stream. These has been no analysis by the agency to determine whether this
recommended nutrient enrichment of streams can be achieved in target rivers.



Historically coho salmon fluctuated between 100,000 to 450,000 fish (1890 to 1940s) with
average annual harvests of 310,000 prior to 1923 (Gharrett and Hodges 1950) with a declining
trend since that time. It was due to this declining trend that ODFW (then the Oregon Fish
Commission) restricted commercial harvest in coastal rivers.

The historic biomass of salmon returning to Pacific Northwest rivers was 160-226 million kg.
Now the number of fish returning to these rivers has declined to 11.8 — 13.7 kg. This means that
only 6-7% of the marine derived nutrients that once were delivered to streams is now reaching
them (Gresh et al. 2000). Oregon salmon strearms are starved for nutrients that increase their
capacity to produce salmon.

Over the last 100 years management plans developed by ODFW, PFMC, and NMFS have failed
to reverse the decline of Oregon Coastal coho salmon. This proposal is consistent with earlier
recovery-conservation plans in its emphasis on harvest rather than conservation.

1t is our concern that the proposed targeted harvest in select Oregon coastal rivers on ESA-listed
coho salmon is premature for it relies on a narrow data base for spawner abundance; it does not
take into account nutrient enrichment from salmon carcasses to enhance the productive capacity
of the habitat; projected spawner abundance is expected to decline in two of the four rivers
proposed for harvest; and unfortunately continues the long series of efforts to recover wild coho
on the Oregon coastal rivers that have failed to succeed.

The ODFW proposal does not include a viability analysis and risk assessment comparable to the
work done by ODFW through the Interior Columbia River Technical Recovery Team (ICRTRT).
In the ICTRT viability assessment they reviewed each population according to viability criteria
that inclodes:

Number and arrangement of spawning area

Analysis of gaps or continuity of spawning and rearing areas
Phenotypic variation

Genetic variation

Spawner composition (potential effect of hatchery fish)
Harvest impact on phenotypes at risk

Hatchery impacts on population and risk assessment
Predation impacts

Ecological effects

Abundance and Productivity analysis

Each population is analyzed according to the risk it is exposed to and rated from very high risk to
very low risk and an estimate of viability based on this analysis (ICTRT 2007).

In reading the ODFW proposal for a kill fishery on wild ESA-listed coho salmon in select coastal
rivers I did not find a risk analysis comparable to that developed by ODFW for interior Columbia
River ESA-listed salmonids by the ICTRT. I can only conclude that the risk analysis for this
proposal is not sufficient to justify a kill fishery on ESA-listed coho salmon.

ODFW used the NMFS “Truth Scale” to determine the sustainability and viability of OCN coho
in Oregon’s coastal rivers (Wainwright et al. 2008) in developing the harvest proposal. ODFW
staff were involved in developing the Truth Scale. Repeatedly in this NMFS assessment the
authors emphasized not to use the Truth Scale to conclude a pass/fail designation for coho
populations in rivers. However, ODFW did use the Truth Scale to conclude that selected

./—\ ™ .

o



populations were viable and could be harvested. ODFW used the pass-fail criterion in evaluating
the condition of coho populations as follows: “ODFW interprets positive truth values to indicate
the population is sustainable/viable” (header to Table 1 in FMEP document; also stated in other
ways in Section 1.) The problem with this approach is that any value above 0, no matter how
small, is taken to indicate sustainability, when in fact there is uncertainty on both sides of 0. This
approach gives equal weight to Truth Scale scores of .001 and .999 which is not a supportable
conclusion.

ODFW staff were involved in developing the Truth Score but when it came time to apply it to
the proposal to harvest ESA-listed coho in selected rivers, the staff ignored its proper application.
This points out a problem with the ODFW fishery management plan for OCN coho because it is
founded on an improper application of the Truth Scale, leading to a deceptive optimism about the
viability and sustainability of the coho populations targeted for harvest.

We are also concerned about the impact of a targeted wild coho kill fishery on fall chinook in
Oregon coastal rivers. The prospect is for a very low abundance of fall chinook. Since coho and
fall chinook fisheries are similar, that is, the fishing techniques using bait will catch both species,
the coho fishery may impact chinook abundance in these rivers.

If a coho fishery is adopted by the commission, restrictions on terminal tackle should be included.
We brought this up to staff at a recent meeting in Salem and were told that they had not discussed
the impact of the coho fishery on chinook and had not recommended limitations on tackle. We
recommend that the Commission adopt a regulation requiring no bait and barbless hooks for these
fisheries. This would assist in protecting fall chinook.

I am also including with these comments our letter to the National Marine Fisheries Service
regarding this proposed coho fishery. This document includes more information and scientific
references supporting our conclusion.

Sincerely,

Bill M. Bakke
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Figure 1. Estimated annual abundance of coho salmon produced by Oregon's mid to north coast basins, including harvested fish,

- 1890s through the early 2000s. Sources: Kostow et al. (1995), Nickelson (2001) and ODFW (2003).
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5-18-09
Sandra

The attached petition was given to ODFW staff at the April 28 Coos Bay
public meeting on upcoming coho and chinook seasons. I believe the
individual wanted the petition to be provided to the OFW Commission as
public input for the June 5 meeting when they will make a decision on 2009
coastal salmon seasons.

The individual who turned in the petition indicated he did not support
moving the chinook fishing deadlines in the Siuslaw Basin downstream to
the confluence of Lake Creek and the mainstem Siuslaw River. This 2008
deadline adjustment closed Lake Creek in its entirety to fall chinook harvest
and closed 17.5 miles of the mainstem Siuslaw upstream from the
confluence with Lake Creek to chinook harvest.

He preferred that some or all of the area on Lake Creek and the mainstem
Siuslaw that had been open to chinook harvest prior to the 2008 season
remain open during the 2009 fishing season.

The individual who presented the petition did not give his name.

Bob Buckman
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