
Attachment 1 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
BACKGROUND 
 

Every four years, the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission 
(Commission) sets angling regulations with input from a major public 
involvement process.  In between the angling review process, the 
Commission has directed that interim-year changes be limited to 
addressing immediate conservation needs, correcting errors and 
inadvertent restrictions, clarifications and non-controversial opportunities.  
The Commission will review the Category A and Category C proposals at 
this meeting in preparation for rule making decisions at the September 12, 
2008 Commission meeting.  Category A proposals are supported by staff 
and the public with little or no opposition (non-contentious).  Category C 
proposals failed to pass the Public Angling Regulations Review Board 
(Review Board) or passed the Review Board and have little or no public 
support and are not supported by staff.  While most of these are non-
contentious, there are several public proposals that the Commission will 
ask to have reconsidered. The Commission will consider reclassification 
of any Category A and/or C proposals into the B classification for further 
discussion and consideration (rulemaking in September) at this meeting.  
The Commission will preview the more contentious Category B proposals 
in preparation for the September 12, 2008 Commission meeting.  Final 
rulemaking for all proposals will take place at the September 12, 2008 
Commission meeting for all regulation proposals submitted as part of the 
2009 Public Process. 
 

PUBLIC 
INVOLVEMENT 
 

An extensive public involvement process was conducted prior to this 
Commission meeting and is described in the attached staff report 
(Attachment 3).  Public involvement included development of the Review 
Board to review staff and public proposals.  Review Board members were 
selected to represent various angling interests and for angling experience.  
Attachment 2 contains a list of the ten public members and their angling 
interests and affiliations.  The Review Board was expanded from 8 
members used in the 2005 Public Process to 10 members in order to gain 
more variety of public angling interests, angling experience, and to 
represent various sport fishing industry and conservation perspectives.  
 
Ten public meetings were held throughout the state in May to get public 
comment on proposed angling regulations.   
 
Extensive public correspondence was also received via mail and email 
and is included in the public correspondence packet.  
 

ISSUE 1 
 

There are 70 Category A proposals and 185 Category C proposals that 
cover a variety of non-contentious issues from throughout the state.  Each 
proposal is described in the staff report.  
 

ANALYSIS 
 

Analysis of the proposals will occur at the Commission meeting.  Since 
the number of proposals are so numerous and because of overlapping 
issues, a summary analysis of each issue is not practical in this document. 
 



OPTIONS 
 

1. Review all Category A and Category C proposals. 
2. Review all Category A and Category C proposals individually. 

 
STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

Option 1. 

 

DRAFT MOTION 
 
 
 
EFFECTIVE DATE 

I move adopt all Category A proposals and reject all Category C proposals in 
preparation for final rule adoption at the September 12, 2008 Commission 
meeting. 

 
January 1, 2009. 
 


	Option 1.

