
Attachment 1 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

On May 10, 2007, the Oregon Fish and Wildlife (Commission) was 
briefed on a draft Conservation Plan for Rogue Spring Chinook Salmon 
(CHS) in the Rogue Species Management Unit (Rogue CHS Plan) and 
heard public comment of the Rogue CHS Plan.  Prior to the meeting, the 
Commission received a revised version of the Rogue CHS Plan, and also 
received copies of all public and agency comments submitted to the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) and the Governor’s 
Natural Resources Office on an earlier version of the Rogue CHS Plan. 
 
After the May Commission meeting, ODFW received copies of scientific 
reviews of the Rogue CHS Plan (Attachment 9) and revised the Plan to 
address a significant number of comments resulting from the scientific 
reviews (summarized in Attachment 4).  Public comments that were 
received subsequent to the May Commission meeting are also included in 
Attachment 9. 
 
The purpose of the Rogue CHS Plan is to ensure the continued viability of 
the Rogue Spring Chinook Salmon Species Management Unit, and to 
achieve a desired status that will provide significant ecological, economic 
and cultural benefits for all Oregonians.  As such, the Rogue CHS Plan 
interfaces directly with the 1997 Oregon Plan for Salmon and 
Watersheds.  As described in the final draft of the Rogue CHS Plan, a 
suite of management strategies must be employed so that there is a 
reasonable chance for attainment of desired status for the SMU.  Two 
alternative suites of management strategies, 8 and 9, received significant 
support from a variety of entities.  An executive summary (Attachment 5) 
outlines the primary issues associated with the conservation plan. 
 
The Governor’s Natural Resources Office has asked appropriate state 
natural resource agencies to consider endorsing the Rogue CHS Plan and 
provide agency commitments related to the management strategies 
outlined in the plan to achieve the desired status.  ODFW will ensure any 
received commitments are compatible with the Rogue CHS Plan and will 
then append the agency commitments to the final Plan.  
 
The final draft of the Rogue CHS Plan (Attachments 6 and 7) will be 
presented for review and adoption at the September 7, 2007 Commission 
meeting.  At this meeting, ODFW will request that the Commission (1) 
formally select one of the alternative suites of management strategies 
outlined in the final Rogue CHS Plan and (2) adopt the principles outlined 
in the Rogue CHS Plan with the alternative suite of management 
strategies preferred by the Commission along with the appropriate 
Administrative Rule (Attachment 8) that will implement the Plan . 
 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Work to develop the Rogue CHS Plan formally began in May of 2004.  
The Rogue CHS Plan was developed during an iterative process by 
considering input, discussion, review and recommendations from two 
primary groups: an Advisory Committee who represented public interests 
and a Technical Advisory Committee composed of local representatives 
from state and federal natural resource agencies.  Active participation of 
both groups was instrumental in the formulation of concepts outlined in 
the draft Rogue CHS Plan. 
 
 
 



The Public Advisory Committee was recruited to aid ODFW with 
development of the Rogue CHS Plan.  The eight individuals who 
committed to serve as Committee members represented recreational 
fishing interests that included guide organizations and angling clubs; and 
a fish advocacy group.  The Public Advisory Committee met, in 
conjunction with the Technical Advisory Committee, 25 times during the 
course of plan development. 
 
The first draft of the Rogue CHS Plan was released on December 8, 2006 
for public review and comment; and written comments were accepted 
through February 9, 2007.  Written comments received, and ODFW 
responses to those comments, were included in the Commission packet 
for the May, 2007 meeting. 
 
Public meetings were held in Gold Beach and White City in January, 
2007 to describe a draft of the Conservation Plan and to accept public 
comment.  Verbal comments received at those meetings, and ODFW 
responses to those comments, were included in the Commission packet 
for the May, 2007 meeting. 
 
ODFW also received review comments from various governmental 
agencies involved with the management of natural resources in the Rogue 
River Basin.  Those comments were included in the Commission packet 
for the May, 2007 meeting.   
 
The final draft of the Rogue CHS Plan was posted on the ODFW website 
on August 10, 2007 for public review.  Members of both Advisory 
Committees were notified that the final draft was available for review.   
Public comments received since the May, 2007 meeting are included in 
Attachment 9, along with copies of the scientific reviews. 
 

ISSUE 1 
 

SELECT ONE OF THE ALTERNATIVE SUITES OF 
MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES OUTLINED IN THE ROGUE CHS 
PLAN AS A COMMISSION PREFERENCE 

 
ANALYSIS 
 

 
Nine alternative suites of management strategies were crafted with the 
specific intent of managing spring Chinook salmon, and their habitat, so 
as to attain desired status within two or three generations of fish.  The 
alternatives differ significantly, but some general commonalities exist.  
All the alternatives describe, in varying degrees, management actions that 
call for modifications in reservoir management strategies and fishery 
management strategies.  Flexibility in reservoir management strategies is 
possible because fisheries enhancement is a primary authorized purpose 
that guides the operation of Lost Creek Dam.  None of the alternatives 
call for any changes in harvest opportunities for spring Chinook salmon 
of hatchery origin.  Hatchery fish currently compose 60-70 percent of the 
adults that enter freshwater.  
 
Two alternatives, Alternative 8 and Alternative 9, generated the most 
interest among members of the Advisory Committees and those members 
of the public who commented on the Rogue CHS Plan.  Alternative 8 was 
preferred by a majority of the Public Advisory Committee, while 
Alternative 9 was preferred by a minority of the members of the Public 
Advisory Committee, members of the Technical Advisory Committee, 
and by ODFW staff.  These two alternative suites of management 
strategies differ primarily in that: 
 

Alternative 8 relies primarily on a significant expansion of 
spawning habitat.  This expansion would be accomplished by 
two sequential actions.  Initially, adult fish would be 



transported to habitat not accessible to naturally migrating 
adults.  Transportation would be subsequently terminated if 
sufficient water can be obtained to establish a sustainable 
natural run in an area of a major stream that is not currently 
accessible to naturally migrating adults.  Under either 
scenario, the expected increase in production would allow for 
the continued opportunity for anglers to annually harvest a 
maximum of three naturally produced fish.  However, harvest 
of naturally produced spring Chinook salmon would not be 
allowed upstream of the Highway 62 Bridge at Shady Cove, 
and there would be additional specialized regulations for the 
freshwater fisheries. 
 
Alternative 9 relies primarily on significant improvements to 
fishery management strategies employed over the current 
habitat range of the population.  Angling regulations proposed 
under this alternative are designed to increase spawning 
escapement for early-run and mid-run components of the 
population.  These are the components of the population that 
have differentially decreased during the last 30 years.  Harvest 
of naturally produced fish would not be allowed upstream of 
Dodge Bridge, and harvest opportunities would be shifted 
towards the later returning portion of the population.  The 
proposed changes are also designed to simplify angling 
regulations for spring Chinook salmon.  In addition, 
mitigation releases of hatchery fish would increase, provided 
that hatchery fish compose no more than 20 percent of the 
natural spawners in the four mile area between Cole Rivers 
Hatchery and Elk Creek. 

 
ODFW prefers Alternative 9 because it has the highest likelihood of 
achieving the desired status within a reasonable time frame and based on 
the management constraints in the basin. 
 

OPTIONS 
 

Option 1.  Select Alternative 8 as the preferred suite of management 
strategies. 
 
Option 2.  Select Alternative 9 as the preferred suite of management 
strategies. 
 
Option 3.  Select a modification of either Alternative 8 or 9. 

STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Option 2. 

 

 

DRAFT MOTION 
 
 
 
 
EFFECTIVE DATE 

I move to select Alternative [8 or 9] in the final draft of the Rogue Spring 
Chinook Salmon Conservation Plan as the suite of management strategies 
preferred by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission. 
 
Immediately. 



 
ISSUE 2 
 

ADOPT THE KEY PRINCIPLES OUTLINED IN THE ROGUE 
CHS PLAN (INCLUDING THE COMMISSION APPROVED 
SUITE OF MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES) AND 
ADMINISTRATIVE RULE SPECIFIC TO THE REQUIREMENTS 
OF THE NATIVE FISH CONSERVATION POLICY AND ODFW’S 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ROGUE CHS PLAN 

 
ANALYSIS 
 

 
The Rogue CHS Plan was crafted following the guidance outlined in the 
Native Fish Conservation Policy of ODFW.  Successive drafts of the 
Rogue CHS Plan have been revised to address issues raised by the public, 
scientific reviewers, and governmental agencies engaged in the 
management of natural resources in the Rogue River Basin.  ODFW 
believes that the final draft of the Rogue CHS Plan (Attachments 6 and 7), 
modified to include the Commission’s preference for management 
strategies, is ready for adoption by the Commission.  The proposed 
Administrative Rule options (Attachment 8) were developed to guide 
implementation of the plan by ODFW and to ensure consistency with the 
Native Fish Conservation Policy of ODFW. 
 

OPTIONS 
 

Option 1.  Adopt the Rogue Spring Chinook Salmon Conservation Plan 
and the Oregon Administrative Rule related to ODFW’s implementation 
of the plan. 
 
Option 2.  Adopt the Rogue Spring Chinook Salmon Conservation Plan 
and the Oregon Administrative Rule related to ODFW’s implementation 
of the plan with modifications. 
 

STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Option 1. 

 

DRAFT MOTION 
 
 
 
 
EFFECTIVE DATE 

I move to adopt the final draft of the Rogue Spring Chinook Salmon 
Conservation Plan, including the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission’s 
preferred suite of management strategies, and the allied Oregon 
Administrative Rule as proposed by staff in Attachment 8. 
 
Upon filing. 


