
Attachment 3 

 
 

Summary of Public Comments Received at Statewide Public 
Meetings in April - May 2012 for Development of the  

2013 Angling Regulation Proposals  
 
Note: Comments from the meetings are not necessarily complete but strive to capture the main 
elements of public comments.  When possible, the name of the person commenting is presented, 
but in many cases only the first name is recorded.  When no name was stated, “Citizen” listed to 
indicate that a different individual from the previous person provided comments.  
 
Meeting agenda shown below.  All meetings were scheduled for 7-10:00 pm.  
• 7:00 pm Introductions  
• 7:05 pm Process background – Rhine Messmer 
• 7:15 pm Zone Proposals- ODFW Fish Districts  

o  Public Comment 
• 8:30pm Break 
• 8:45 pm Public Comment (continued) 
• 9:00 pm Statewide Proposals  

o Public Comment 
• 9:50 pm  Wrap-up 
 
Ground Rules for the meeting were also presented.  Points of emphasis included respecting each 
other’s opinions and refraining from personal comments.  The meeting facilitator also stressed 
the importance of keeping to the issue and not straying away from the regulation proposal in 
question.  Ground Rules presented included:  
 
• Wait to be recognized before speaking 
• Do not interrupt other speakers 
• Respect other’s opinions 
• Focus on the issues and not personalities 
• All comments are good and will be considered 
• Keep to the subject   
 
In most cases, Statewide Proposals were discussed at the end of the Zone proposals but when 
time was limited presentations and discussion of Statewide Proposals focused on proposals 
relevant to the local area.   
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Ontario 2012 Angling Regulation Public Meeting   
May 19, 2008 
 
Note: this additional meeting was scheduled to coincide with an R&E Board Meeting in Ontario 
and provide the opportunity for proponents and opponents of Owyhee River bait restriction 
proposals to listen to updates by Staff and each other’s views on current and proposed (although 
rejected) regulation changes.  
 
Attendees:  
ODFW Staff: Ray Perkins, Shannon Hurn, and Rhine Messmer.  \ 
OSP Staff:  
Number if attending public:  16 
 
Ray Perkins and Shannon Hurn presented Staff proposals for the SW Zone.  An overview of 
lower Owyhee River fishery management and fishery investigations was provided prior to 
discussion of the rejected public proposals for the Owyhee River.  
• 47S - Big Creek and tributaries; Reduce daily limit on redband trout from 5 to 2 per day   
• 48S - Malheur River, Section. 1. Reduce daily limit on redband trout from 5 to 2 per day  
• 49S – North Fork Malheur River, Sec.  1. Reduce daily limit on redband trout from 5 to 2 per 

day 
• 50S-- Lake Creek and tributaries; Reduce daily limit on redband trout  
• 51S - Malheur River Sec. 2. Remainder of the basin; Redefine Section 2 of Malheur River  
Staff will also present public proposals for the Owyhee River which did not meet ODFW Review 
Criteria: 
• 39P  -Owyhee River; Single barbless hook (two hook/fly limit); Designated areas where bait 

is allowed (i.e. above the tunnel); Two trout limit (rainbow or brown) must be under 20”  
• 80P- Owyhee River; From dam downstream to Owyhee Lake Rd Bridge-1) Fishing closure 

from Oct 15 – Jan 1; 2) catch and release for all trout species; 3) single barbless hooks on 
single points only; 4) artificial flies or lures only, no bait allowed  

• 83P - Owyhee River; Closed to all fishing from Oct. 15 to Jan. 1 to protect spawning brown 
trout.  Angling restricted to artificial flies and lures only each fly or lure with a single 
barbless hook  

 
Comments and Questions following staff presentations: 
Question:  The Owyhee regulations did not pass? No. – Great wonderful. 

Overview of Review Criteria: 
Citizen - What is the difference between Fish Management Plan and Conservation Plan? 
Citizen - Why wouldn’t the Owyhee have a fish management plan? 
Citizen - Will we ever see one, will public be involved? 
Citizen - Is there anyone that does regulate the guides on Owyhee? Lots of follow-up questions. 
BLM compliance, OSMB. 

Overview of Malheur Proposals; 39P, 80P, and 83P 
Citizen - What exactly does two daily limits in permission mean? 
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Citizen - Is there any restocking of the water below Beulah? Whitefish are just horrendous in 
there. 

Citizen - Do we need to find a way to stock at Twin Bridges – Malheur River (rainbow)? 
        
 
Overview of Statewide Public Proposals 
Citizen – comment on current gaffing rule – ice fishing rule 12-20” of ice. It is illegal to use the 
gaff which are effective in lifting fish out of ice-holes. (No changes on this rule being considered 
for 2013) 
Citizen - Any public proposals on ice fishing? 

Overview of Water Specific Proposals 
 
Owyhee Specific Public Comments: 
Citizen - So are the Owyhee Proposals just stopped, as not supported by staff, will the 
Commission every see them? 
Citizen - I would like to see why they are rejected? 
Rittenhouse – why was the tunnel recommended? It would allow you to keep Browns? 
Citizen - Who did you hear from? From your side or their side?  
Richard Prange– Got in late, and did have a petition. We were led to believe that we had to have 
a pretention in by this date to the agency; Shannon’s review says I have not received any emails, 
letters, and petitions of support. Can we know the numbers? (Note, ODFW reviews corrected to 
reflect signatures in support of rule submitted by Richard Prange, will be placed into Public 
Correspondence file for the August Commission meeting).  
Citizen - Citizen - Why was this turned down? 
Citizen - It can be biological and social? 
Citizen - Does it matter if they are OR/ID? How many licenses are purchases by the Boise 
people as opposed to the Malheur County? 
Citizen - Is there a petition for this proposal? Is there a petition in place in opposition? 
Citizen - What criteria makes the cut? Biological first, and social needs second?  
Citizen - Is part of the process for determining this going to consider ADA rules? Flies and lures 
only restricts handicaps and disabled anglers. Want consideration if rules goes into effect, 
requires consideration.  
Citizen - Why were Browns turned loose in Owyhee River? 
Citizen - Do you do those spawning surveys every year? 
Citizen - Do you know what caused the swing in survival of the rainbow trout? 
Citizen - I’ve caught Browns all the way down to Flat Rock or Mitchell Butte 
Citizen - What year was biggest fish captured? What was biggest rainbow? Biggest/average 
now? 

Management Actions: 
Citizen - Why can’t you just put bigger browns? Build hatchery? 
Citizen - Have you thought about giving the fish a break to make it better? 
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Citizen - Can you evaluate improvements of fish? 
Citizen - Watch guys fish on redds 
Citizen - Not many fish during the winter. Yes, they do. 
Citizen - Hire someone to evaluate taking off someone on the river. 
Citizen - When was the last time there was an actual survey, 7 years ago. 
Citizen – Bottom line: without e-fish surveys how do you know that the fish are healthy. 
Fishery has declined big time. 
Citizen - Do you think if they quit fishing that there would be an effect on the population? Oct to 
Jan make a difference? How can you say that if there is no data to prove it? No date either way. 
Citizen - If there was closure for 3 months, what would it be as far as survival rates? 
Citizen - Fish coming out have not been healthy looking fish, do to decline in fish health if there 
are more fish. 
Citizen - 2005 information CPUE was going down, but redd survey was going up. 
Citizen - There are a lot of slack in redd counts. 
Citizen - This situation on the Owyhee River, cries out for a high quality for a creel senses 
survey from the department. Include demographics. Needs to be year-around. 
Citizen - If shocking is detrimental, redd counts are hazy. A creel would be beneficial. 
Citizen - The proposal had two components, close during spawn and bait fishing. Concern from 
an ethical stand-point, disturbing to see someone rip a baited hook out of the mouth. 
Citizen - Why can’t we take some brown trout home? 
Citizen - If you have an over population on the river; rainbow or brown. Department should look 
at letting anglers take home a fish. Above 20” to take home a trophy or  
Citizen - The all want to catch big fish, you could catch more 24” rainbow, then 24” brown trout. 
Use to in the 1970’s. 
Citizen - Did you introduce the Browns to make money from out of state fisherman? 
Citizen - Prior to the Browns there were suckers and carp, bass, crappie. Didn’t you guys treat to 
remove them? 
Citizen - Need to have an equal representation in the creel; locals don’t fish as often as the Boise 
fly-fishing contingency. 
Citizen - Why change it? 
Citizen - Put creel and in both Argus and Malheur Enterprise. (Boise Paper).  
Citizen - How can the clubs help? BBVV, TU, Weiser Group 
Citizen - Don’t want Boise coming over here, telling us what to do over here with our tax dollars. 
Citizen - Thank you for holding this meeting, and for getting the information out. It was a good 
meeting. 
Citizen - As far as the water temperature why is it staying so constant? Coming off bottom of 
dam? 
Citizen - Blessed with a wonderful fishery, do not want to have my kids lose the opportunity. 
Citizen - Impressive place, we live in the best part of the state. 
Citizen - Do you have a wish list for the Owyhee? More water. 
Citizen - Biggest factor affecting fish? 
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Citizen - Can you put in a hatchery on the Owyhee River? 
Citizen - Remember how it use to be, no traffic. (Root of problem – too many people to be 
sustained by fishery). Asking Ray & Shannon to milk last bit of ability out of that fishery. Won’t 
be complex regulations. 
Citizen - There has to be some mortality on these fish – whatever way you fish for them. 
Citizen - Some of those fish are broke to lead. 
Citizen - Glad to have had the meeting, like to see the collaboration, what next four years will 
bring. Is there a way to get more information as things progress? 
Citizen - What do you think the next four years will bring? 
Citizen - Something over time has changed on that river, don’t know when. Use to fish and catch 
trout at Hwy 201 Bridge (Owyhee Junction). Those were the fish that were in the Owyhee R., 
they were Silver with red stripe going down side. Caught them all year long. Were there in the 
60’s and the 70’s. 
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LaGrande Angling Regulation Public Meeting   
May 7, 2012 
Blue Mt. Conference Center 
 
Attendees:  
ODFW Staff: Rhine Messmer, Bill Duke, Kevin Blakely, Tim Bailey, and Brent Smith (8 
employees?) 
OSP Staff:  1 Sgt.  
Public Attendance: 4  
 
Bill Duke; Umatilla District.     
43S - Expand coho and fall Chinook salmon angling daily bag limit on the lower Umatilla River 
• Comments: – 1 vote in favor 
 
44S - Remove annual 10 fish limit on spring Chinook salmon on the lower Umatilla River 
Comments:  None.  
 
33P - Bass bag limit regulation change for McKay Reservoir 
Comments:  None 
 
Tim Bailey, Grande Ronde District and Snake River Zones    
42S - Delete the special regulations for brook trout in Morgan Lake  
Comments:  None 
 
46S - Enhance bass and panfish fishery in Unity Reservoir 
• Comments:  – 1 vote in favor 
 
Snake River Regulation Proposals  
52S - Expand harvest opportunities on surplus steelhead stocked into Hells Canyon Reservoir.  
• Comments:  – 1 vote in favor 

Rhine Messmer presented a review of Statewide proposals.   
Comments on Statewide Rules; and other topics. 
• Interested in learning about any crappie research in Unity and Brownlee Reservoir 
• The proposed laws about requiring a bobber to eliminate snagging is “the best thing ODFW 

has ever done”; snagging takes all the fish away from legal fisherman. Support the “Bobber” 
fishing restrictions.  Does not like tight-lining. 
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Bend Angling Regulation Public Meeting   
May 8, 2012 
Location: USFS Building, Bend  
 
Attendees:  
ODFW Staff: Rhine Messmer, Brett Hodgson, Nancy Doran, Amy Stewart  
OSP Staff: Sgt. Pone, others? Need list 
Public Attendance: 36 
 
Brett Hodgson, Upper Deschutes District.   
 
• 63P – Crooked River; Prohibit the use of bait in the Crooked River mainstem year round 
Comments:   
Citizen - On the first map of the Crooked River with the tributaries shown, would the bait ban 
apply to all the tributaries including Ochoco Creek?  Brett - Yes, this was implemented in 2003 
along with re-introduction 
 
Yancy from Bend – bait fishing is only a small part of the fishing?  Brett - Yes 
 
Bill Seitz – in addition to hooking mortality, the use of bait is more effective than using flies and 
lures.  His thoughts on proposal are that since we can’t control flows, we can reduce the harvest.  
Are we going to pass Chinook over Alder Springs?  Brett - Yes   
Bill – then it would be good to provide some protection for the adult fish over the next 4 years 
 
Wally from Redmond – against bait fishing.  It is the only stream you can take little kids for bank 
fishing 
 
Mike from Bend – creel sampling – we spent millions on PRB and a huge amount being spent 
within whole system and we (PGE) can’t afford to spend $$ on creel survey??? 
 
Rhine – we rely heavily on R & E funds, as well as staff time and effort.  Brett has to decide 
where to spend time and funds.  We recognize the popularity of the fishery, but resources are 
limited.   
 
Brett Hodgson - creel info would be very good info to have and thinks it’s important 
 
Bill Seitz – if we did creel survey, how often would we do it?  Brett- 1 year 
 
Frank from Bend – if a creel survey was done, could it be done by a volunteer and how often 
would it need to be done?  Could a club help?  Brett – the persons conducting the creel would 
have to be ODFW employees for enforcement and protocol reasons 
 
Phil from Bend – in big picture of bait –vs.- no bait, it takes 4 years to establish steelhead run, 
what happens at the end of 4 years?  How hard would it be to re-establish bait fishing if it is 
banned now?  Can rule be reversed?  Brett- anyone’s guess on how long it takes for steelhead to 
be self-sustaining.  It will be much longer than 4 years.  Ultimately we want to stop releasing 
hatchery fish and let the steelhead make it on their own.  Issue of impact to angling and allowing 
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the steelhead run to get stronger will be there for quite some time.  Allowing bait may not be a 
critical factor in re-establishment of steelhead; adults may not be present in the river during the 
time when bait is being used on the river. 
 
John from Sunriver – how can we take away an area where kids can go to take a fish?  There is 
no reason!  We need opportunities for kids to fish.  It can’t be fly fishing only. 
 
Leanne from Bend – big killer of fish on the Crooked is Gas Bubble Disease and it is an issue 
that ODFW needs to address, not whether bait can be used or not 
 
Kevin from Bend – will there be other options for kids to fish?  Will we be creating any other 
areas where they can fish?    Brett – it is a priority for ODFW to try and get kids excited about 
fishing.  We have established youth fishing ponds – Prineville Youth Pond, Madras, Bend Pine 
Nursery, etc…  We are aware of the need.   
 
Mike Morris – refers to map – upper river is included in special regulation zone?  Brett - Yes.   
There are no steelhead in this area and this section is not the most popular so why is this being 
included in same regulation as below the dam?  Brett – to simplify regulations and not have 
another line item in the synopsis.  Most of the section is private property anyway.   
Are tributaries above included in no bait proposal?  Brett – everything in green is currently flies 
and lures only 
 
Bob from Bend – agrees with comments about kids and lures; it is okay for kids to use lures, that 
is what he grew up using.  Would be a good chance to teach kids how to use lures 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 14, No = 13, Maybe = 4 
 
• 103P – Deschutes Section 6: Refining existing rule - allow harvest of hatchery Cranebow 

trout 
Comments:   
Mike from Bend – are there any population studies?  Brett – yes, when we were releasing 
cranebows (rainbow trout broodstock from the upper Deschutes River), trapping showed that 
quite a few were leaving reservoir and spawning with wild fish.  We are using Oak Springs stock 
now and they don’t have the same instinct to migrate out.  44% of fish collected in trap were 
hatchery origin. 
 
Pat Schatz – owns Crane Prairie Resort – doesn’t know if he has an opinion on this.  For 
simplicity sake, it needs to be left as is.  The more complicated, the more we discourage 
sportsman from participating in the sport.  He hears this constantly from customers – too many 
rule changes happening too often.  Has a real problem believing that there are any pure redbands 
in the system.  He has been told by bios (not ODFW) that after 50+ years of releasing hatchery 
fish, they will all be inbred.  Brett – asked Abernathy Lab to do testing several years and much to 
our surprise, the wild fish came back as remarkably pure. 
 
Pat – after all these years of planting fish, if they haven’t interbred, then what is the concern 
now?  Brett – the 53 stock did not leave the reservoir much; they stayed in Crane.  This really 
became an issue when we started using the Cranebow stock.  Currently we are not doing that, but 
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we hope to resurrect program and stock triploid Cranebow trout.  There is still could be some 
impact on spawning grounds, but not as extreme as with diploid fish.   
 
Pat – sometimes studies are found to be flawed in later years.  He doesn’t have confidence in that 
study.  We are looking at a rule change that complicates things for the weekend fisherman.  You 
can’t believe how many people go into his store and they don’t know what an adipose fin is.  
Even on the coast they don’t know what fin clipped means 
 
John from Sunriver – agrees with Pat that rules are too complicated.  This would be hard to 
enforce and doesn’t think it’s a good idea. 
 
Sgt Pond – yes, this would complicate enforcement 
 
Outdoor Life Magazine commented that there were more regulations on the Deschutes than there 
were fish! 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 5, No = 16, Maybe = 1 
 
• 51P - East Lake; Allow retention of trophy brown trout 
Comments:   
John from Sunriver – length of fish is too long.  Rule change is okay.  24+” would be okay 
 
Bill Seitz – was there any thought given to large browns and their role in chub control?  We are 
currently trying to control chub so would not be in favor of any large browns being harvested.  
Brett – that was not the intent of regulation. 
 
Pat Schatz – at what point in their life do they quit spawning?  Age or size?  Brett – there is no 
spawning in East Lake.  They live to 8-9 years of age and then die.  A 30” fish is probably 7-8 
years old. 
 
Leanne – how many fish of this large size are there?   
 
Yancy – no opinion, but struck by dichotomy of discussion compared to last issue.  How is this 
any less complicated than the last rule proposal?   
 
Bill Seitz – if we are successful with chub program, there won’t be large browns in the next 4-5 
years because there will be no forage base. 
 
Jody Schatz – if we’re trying to protect fishery, how will we prevent someone from taking a huge 
fish every day if he is able to find them?  My point is, if we’re letting them take a 30”+ fish to 
mount, then let them take one brown over 20”.  He might want to mount it until he finds out how 
much it costs. 
 
Sgt. Pond – make size 20 or 24” for ease of enforcement 
 
Brett from Sunriver – people usually get fiberglass mount done and all you need is a photo and 
measurement.  You don’t need to kill fish. 
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Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 22, Maybe = 0 
 
• 3P - Wickiup Reservoir; Restore ODFW management for Largemouth Bass at Wickiup 

Reservoir 
Comments:   
Chuck Lang (project sponsor) – within the Upper Deschutes Basin Fish Management Plan (pg 
108) it talks about statewide limit, but doesn’t talk about future management of largemouth bass.  
The plan does not say anything about it not being limited in the future.  In 1996, the consensus of 
the group was there should be a statewide limit.  Wickiup is a great fishery for bass.  There is 
tremendous amount of exploitation in the fall when the river levels go down.  We need to limit 
exploitation.  Exploitation of illegally introduced species is legitimate.  The only people 
suffering now are the public because this could be a much better fishery.  We don’t know that the 
people with the white buckets at the lake are the ones who introduced the bass and/or are the 
ones exploiting the fish by taking lots.  There are groups who support having an award program 
for people who illegally introduce fish and there is a lot of support from OSP and local 
businesses.  We need to take some actions to try and deter future illegal introductions.  We can 
do better. 
 
Leanne – can you elaborate on the last bullet on the slide?  Brett – we continue to have an 
excellent brown trout and Kokanee fishery in the reservoir.  One species that might be affected 
(we don’t have data to quantify this) is redband trout; they might be the most vulnerable. 
 
Mike in Bend – doesn’t think bass predation is a problem.  Thinks bass eating the insect base is 
the problem.  Body of water will only support so many fish.  If we favor bass over trout, it is a 
mistake.  There should be no regulations that support bass 
 
Kevin from Bend – 2nd bullet on 1st slide and 3rd bullet on 2nd slide – what is causing size of bass 
to drop?  Brett – I wish Terry Shrader (Eastern Oregon Warmwater Fish Biologist) was here.  
Might have to do with water levels in the reservoir; high level of variability from year to year.   
 
Chuck – we don’t know how many bass there are in Wickiup.  If 2 or 3 small bass came down 15 
years ago and there was a mayfly hatch, that can’t be all that happened.  No fish can take that 
kind of responsibility.  Brett – no data to say one way or another. 
 
Citizen from Sunriver – if we have questions about illegally introduced species ruining fisheries, 
just ask someone who has lived here 20+ years.  Davis Lake is a prime example of a great fishery 
that has been ruined by bass.  It sucks that this is even being considered.   
 
Bill Seitz – pretty extensive trapping program on Davis and we are seeing the trout pop start to 
respond.  The sizes of the bass are now smaller. 
 
Citizen - When you see size of bass getting smaller, it because they have eaten themselves out of 
food.  I am from Texas and moved here because fishing was awesome.  I am a bass fisherman 
and have fished lots of tournaments.  Trophy trout fisheries are special and bass will eat 
anything.  Bass overpopulated Davis and Crane.  Crane is better now for trout.  Concern is that if 
we protect bass and don’t remove more fish, they will continue to overpopulate and fish (bass) 
will continue to get smaller.  If you limit amount of fish you can catch, cycle will keep repeating. 
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Pat Schatz – totally agrees with last comment.  Size of bass has dropped because they do well 
until they reach population peak and then they go downhill.  Bass is still a warm water fish and 
during the past several winters, water temps have been colder and numbers will drop as a result.  
During harder winters and shorter growing periods for fish, the result is lower numbers. 
 
Mike Morris – are bass native anywhere in the Deschutes Basin?  No 
 
Phil from Bend – what do we consider a trophy bass in this area?  Chuck – 4 lbs. - most people 
would consider this a trophy. 
 
Phil from Bend – this lake has browns, Kokanee, etc... that draw people here.  We won’t draw 
people here with this size “trophy” bass so why are we trying to protect them?  Rhine – this is 
not a trophy bass regulation proposal.  This is a standard statewide rule. 
 
Phil from Bend - We have an established fishery and the lake seems to be doing well with the 
current species of fish.  Key point is trying to limit the “white bucket brigade;” those who fill 
their bucket with bass because there is no limit.  If there is a good fishery there, the warm water 
people will come and there will be tournaments.  Can’t we co-exist?  Doesn’t seem to be a need 
for this rule.   Can’t we monitor?  If we can achieve some sort of limit on bass, maybe we can 
have best of both worlds. 
 
Bob from Bend – is there any information on impacts of bass?  Are they invasive because they 
are introduced?  Rhine – they can be invasive, but we actively manage for bass in many 
locations.  
 
Sgt Pond – anything in addition to the way the rule is now would be more complicated. 
 
Chuck – how do you know where they caught fish?  Same rule for all water bodies would make 
enforcement easier. 
 
Chuck – condition that Davis is in, illegal introduction of bass was a mistake.  In Davis, bass eat 
trout and Tui chub.  If you look at Diamond Lake, there were no bass so Tui chub destroyed trout 
fishery.  There might not be a correlation, but there are some similarities. 
 
Bass ended up in Wickiup from Crane?  Brett - Yes, that is thought. 
 
Pat Schatz – wherever they came from, they were all illegally stocked.  How can we reward 
people by making a sport fishery out of it??  After Crane, there was a decision by ODFW to not 
manage them. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 12, No = 19, Maybe = 0 
 
BREAK; number of public down to 21 
• 36S - Crane Prairie Reservoir; Create a selective, quality trout fishery  
Comments:   
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Brett – objective of this proposal is to take fish management and look at the ecological and 
environmental conditions and try to make the best fishery they can.  It is one of the most difficult 
water bodies to manage; trying to manage for a wild and hatchery fish population competing 
with 10 non-native species for food and habitat.  Difficult for hatchery stocking programs to take 
hold.  Has capacity to produce really large rainbows; that cannot be said about any other water 
body in central Oregon. 
 
Mike Ogle – agrees with staff proposal.  Necessary to keep people fishing and maintains trophy 
fishery.  If we use triploid, they will tend to get bigger and will still move into river.  Will we be 
monitoring this to know how much space they take up?  Brett – it is about a 3 year period for fish 
to start showing up.  Triploid males will have urge to move into river, even if they are shooting 
blanks.  There is no hatchery program that will have zero impact to wild fish.  The eggs of fish 
right after spawning are being treated with pressure to sterilize them. 
 
Sgt Pond – proposed rule (one fish over 16) is easier to enforce and understand than the current 
rule where you can keep one fish over 20 and keep one wild fish. 
 
Pat Schatz – disagrees with Pond’s comment.  He thinks people can understand when it is 
explained to them.    Pat tells them to turn all wild fish loose until they get one that won’t survive 
or they catch the one they want.  He doesn’t like 16” rule.  Argued it unsuccessfully and it only 
stayed in effect for 2 years and then it went back to previous rule.  Need to keep one fish over 
20” because that is what people are used to.  The more changes, the more it discourages people 
to fish.  He killed a goose one day out of season.  It upset him so much that he hasn’t bought a 
duck stamp for the past few seasons.  He made that mistake because he didn’t know what the 
rules were and he just reacted without thinking. 
 
Brett – appreciates comments about changing rules back and forth. Last change was a knee jerk 
reaction to seeing fish increase in the trap.  They should have let situation play its self out to see 
what would happen, but that is 20/20 hindsight. 
 
Pat – bottom line is that maybe we should have a 5 fish limit, whether you keep them or not. 
 
Citizen - No benefit to keeping things the same all the time. 
 
Bill Seitz – new rule will be benefit to having more people wanting to fish Crane.  We will sell 
more licenses so people can catch a large trout. 
 
Citizen – I come from a place where I used to bait fish a lot.  Now I fly fish a lot and like 
everyone’s comments about keeping the integrity of the fishery.  I kill less fish and enjoy fishing 
more.  I like the education process that I have been through and making Crane Prairie become a 
draw for central Oregon is a positive thing. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 16, No = 4, Maybe 0 
 
• 38S - East Lake; 16 inch maximum length on brown trout. Catch and release on non fin-

clipped rainbow trout 
Comments:   
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Mike Morris – how many rainbow trout is ODFW releasing a year?  Brett – up until recently, 
about 25,000 fingerlings and 5,000 legals.  We stopped putting in fingerlings because it was a 
waste and are now putting 10,000 legals.  Mike likes this. 
 
Citizen - Where do the experimental stocks of rainbow trout come from?  East Lake -Blackwater 
redband stock from British Columbia (all female triploid).  Paulina Lake - Eagle Lake stock from 
California (not triploid) 
 
Citizen - Is this an experiment to see if one stock works better?  Brett – Yes, we will evaluate 
stocks and also compare their performance against each other.  This is part of larger statewide 
program and will be evaluating tiger trout stocking as well. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 13, No = 0, Maybe 0 
 
• 40S Paulina Lake; Catch-and-release for non adipose fin-marked  
Comments:  None 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 13, No = 0, Maybe 0 
 
• 39S- Odell Lake; Expanded areas closed to angling to protect bull trout  
Comments:   
Brett from Sunriver – is there thought about moving bull trout from Lake Billy Chinook to 
Odell?  Brett - Yes, that has been discussed.  The populations are genetically quite different and 
are managed differently.  We want to maintain integrity of the Odell Lake population and 
moving fish would be a last ditch effort.  That is not a preferred alternative. 
 
Citizen - Has there been any determination of cause of decline?  Have the fish been monitored in 
some manner?  Brett – yes.  We do redd surveys every fall in Trapper and Odell Creeks.  We 
also do snorkel surveys.  The biggest uncertainty is what is going on in the lake itself.  The fish 
in the creeks look healthy.  Some thought is that it is unintentional harvest (anglers can’t ID fish 
properly).  Other thought is carrying capacity of Trapper Creek – it is very cold.  Some people 
think it has to do with interaction between bull trout and lake trout.  Literature says that lake 
trout win and bull trout lose when they compete. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 14, No = 0, Maybe 0 
 
• 41S - Whychus Creek; Protect juvenile salmonid migrants   
Comments:  None 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 16, No = 0, Maybe 0 
 
• 37S - Deschutes River 3b. Expand trout angling opportunities on Deschutes River in Bend 
Comments:   
Frank – are there more people floating this section of river and might there be more user 
conflict?  Brett- might be slightly more people because it is flat-water, but there is a lot of use in 
the Colorado section too 
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Mike Ogle – against proposal because it won’t really increase fishing opportunities.  You can’t 
fish in Old Mill area and the other side of the river, where there is access, is shallow.  This 
proposal will increase and concentrate more people.  Deschutes is supposed to be managed as a 
wild fishery.  Bait fishery needs to be contained to Colorado section. 
 
Citizen - Seconded Mike Ogle’s opinion – unless we stock, totally against idea. 
 
Leanne – how will we be increasing opportunity?  Access is limited at Old Mill; traffic at 
Farewell Bend is already bad. 
 
Citizen - Kids just want to go fishing so what is the harm? 
 
Citizen - There are a lot of issues with this. We want to increase opportunity and kids can still 
fish without using bait, but this section is not actively managed.  This section is close to town– 
why don’t we spend more time talking about what’s going on closer to Bend?  It appears there is 
nothing being doing to make the river a blue ribbon fishery closer to town (First St Rapids, as an 
example).  Maybe it’s just perception?  Brett – there are opportunities to improve fishery in 
Bend.  One reason it is not as actively managed is the primary limiting factor of trout production 
between Bend and Wickiup - how the water is managed. 
 
Citizen - How do we get ahead of the 8 ball on that?  There will be a lot of positive things 
happening in the next 5 years.  How do we get more pro-active? 
 
Frank – has been on the river and seen a mom with son and kids on bikes going to fish. There is 
nothing wrong with increasing the amount of area where kids can fish even if they probably 
won’t catch a fish. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 7, No = 7, Maybe = 0 
 
 
Rhine Messmer; Statewide Proposals 
 
• 6P – New statewide lure definition – include soft plastic and rubber imitations  
Discussion: 
Mike Ogle – does a fish take a rubber bait like a real bait?  Do they ingest it?  Rhine – it depends 
on how the bait is fished.  If it is more actively fished, less of a chance for fish to ingest than 
when it is passively fished.   
 
Leanne – we are allowing more rubber and plastic stuff?  Rhine, Yes this what is being proposed 
in this public proposal.  
 
• 4S – Refine definition of “Take” 
Comments:  
Citizen - Clarification on definition of “take?”  What has the reaction been?  Rhine – it is not a 
change, it is a clarification.  It encompasses catch and release angling to make it perfectly clear 
that someone needs a fishing license and fishing tags even if they don’t intend on retaining fish, 
just Catch-and-release angling.  We receive several calls per year from anglers asking this 
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question.  If we state it clearly, there is no question.  To “take” is to control a fish; it doesn’t 
mean you take the fish home.  “Take” is not to harvest.  Catch and release is still “take” 
 
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas  
Comments:  
Mike Morris – is there a specific definition for inland waters?  Rhine, No (there are head-of-tides 
established and listed on Division of State Lands website).   
 
Mike Morris - It needs to be changed because he interprets it (inland) as meaning Wickiup, 
Crane Prairie, etc…. 
 
Mike Ogle – this went through proposal process???   
Rhine – yes, with quite a lot of discussion.   
 
Mike Morris – doesn’t like the way the proposal is worded.  Doesn’t like the use of the term 
“inland waters.”  It could be interpreted to mean any trout fishery in the state and it is not clear.   
 
Citizen - Does this apply to Antelope Res or similar water body?  Rhine – yes it could, but the 
original proposal listed bays and tidewaters in Northwest and Southwest Zones, Fish Division 
asked that we look to see of this rule could be applied “statewide”.  If you catch your limit of 
trout your rod can continue to fish for Kokanee since that is a different species with a separate 
catch limit 
 
Leanne – are there any proposals for blue water fisheries?  Rhine – There is another committee 
of ODFW staff and the public that is working on that issue; looking at the feasibility of a 
Classified Waters Program.  OFW is required to provide a report of the feasibility of a Classified 
Waters Program to Legislature this fall. This report will be available to the public when it is 
completed. 
 
Meeting ended at 10:03 p.m. 
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Klamath Falls Angling Regulation Public Meeting   
May 9, 2012 
OSU Extension Service 
 
Attendees:  
ODFW Staff: Rhine Messmer, Roger Smith, Dave Banks  
OSP Staff:  Randy Hand 
Public Attendance:   Total of 4 public from Klamath.  Phil Brown, Marshal Moser, Jon Knapp, 
Carol Knapp. All three attendees had submitted public proposals for the Klamath Basin.  
   
Klamath/Lake District. Roger Smith presented staff and public proposals. The main 
discussions focused on proposals to allow brown trout harvest in Agency and Klamath Lake 
tributaries currently managed as catch-and-release fisheries.  
 
• 35S Chewaucan River.  Clarify bait regulations on the Chewaucan River.  
Comments:   General discussion on bass angling in the lower Chewaucan River.  Concern on 
redband trout.  Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0  
 
• 45S Dog Lake.  Enhance bass and panfish fishery in Dog Lake with a one bass per day limit.  
Comments: Additional discussion on growing larger fish in Dog Lake. Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, 
No = 0, Maybe = 1.   
 
Multiple public proposals to expand brown and brook trout harvest in Agency and Klamath lake 
tributaries.  
 
• 116P Crooked Creek; allow harvest of brown and brook trout    
Comments: John Knapp stated his concerns about harvest of redband trout.  Marshall Moser 
(proposal sponsor) stated he developed the proposals after viewing brown trout and brook trout 
on redband trout redds.  Concerned about redband trout.   Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, 
Maybe = 1. 
 
• 117P Fourmile Creek.  allow harvest of brown and brook trout 
Comments: Discussion on additional mortality on redband trout because people can keep fishing 
for brook trout. Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0.   
 
• 118P Sevenmile Creek. allow harvest of brown and brook trout.   
No Comments.  Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0.   
 
• 119P Fort Creek. No Comments, allow harvest of brown and brook trout.   
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0.   
 
• 120P Sprague River, brown tout limit increase.  
Comments:  Phil – concerns over increased mortality on brown and redband trout because of 
continued fishing for brown trout.  Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 1.   
 
• 121P Williamson River, increased limits on brown and brook trout (Sections 2-3).  
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Comments:  John Knapp – no fish should be harvested in the Williamson River.  Thinks redband 
population is on the downward trend.   Marshall Moser (proposal sponsor) is concerned about 
brown trout exploding in numbers and extending their range.  Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, 
Maybe = 1  
 
• 122P Spring Creek; increased limits on brown and brook trout  
No Comments.  Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0.   
 
• 123Wood River;  allow harvest of brown and brook trout 
John Knapp – concerned that there will be no fish to catch if brown trout are allowed to be 
harvested.  Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0.   
 
• 74P – Extend trout season on the Keno Reach of the Klamath River 
Phil Brown (project sponsor) asked about the feasibility of his proposal to extend trout season on 
the Klamath River (Keno Reach).  This proposal was rejected, but staff noted that there could be 
possible Temporary Rules put in place to extend seasons if there were adequate flow and water 
temperatures in this reach.  Roger Smith commented that ODFW will need to review river flow 
management outlined in the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement prior to considering any 
proposal on the Keno Reach. Question asked about regulating Klamath Tribe trout harvest.  
Officer Randy Hand pointed out there is no way for ODFW/OSP to regulate tribal harvest.  
 
Statewide Proposals 
 
• 1S. Change Free Fishing Weekend dates.   No Comments.  Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0.   
 
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas;  
Comments:   Concern over Klamath Lake fishery and party fishing (note: rule would only apply 
to bays and tidewaters). 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 2, if applied to inland lakes.   
 
• Public views on expanding Two Rod Rule into flowing waters.  No comments.  
 
Meeting concluded at 9:30pm.  
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Central Point Angling Regulation Public Meeting    
May 10, 2012 
Jackson County Auditorium 
 
Attendees: ODFW Staff: Rhine Messmer, Dan Van Dyke, And David Haight 
OSP Staff:  Sgt. Kirk Meyer, 1 other.  
R&E Board Member: Lonnie Johnson 
Public Attendance: 10 (plus 3 who called in their comments, which are included in this 
summary) 
 
David Haight, Upper Rogue District 
• 70P-  Illinois River; retention deadline change; Retain 1 wild winter steelhead per day, 5 per 

year, from Pomeroy Dam downstream to Klondike Creek confluence 
 

Question: Will harvest have a negative effect on the population? 
Response: ODFW does not think there is a risk to the population from extending the limited 
opportunity to harvest wild steelhead farther downstream.  
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 6, No = 1 

 
• 25S - Rogue River (Sections 2 and 3); Redefine new angling boundary at Fisheries Ferry 

Boat Ramp following removal of Gold Ray Dam  
 

Comment: Fisher’s Ferry is not very easily identified either.  Bear Creek is easier to see as a 
boundary.  The proposal is ok but signs would be needed.   
 
Comment:  As a handicapped angler, trails are needed for access and are in place at the current 
boundary.  If the boundary is moved farther downstream, access to preferred fishing sites will be 
restricted.  Against the regulation proposal. 
 
Comment: leave deadline where it is 

 
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 2, No = 7, Maybe = 1 

 
• 26S - Rogue River from Gold Ray damsite to Cole Rivers Hatchery Diversion Dam (Section 

3) Change of the legal angling hours to aid in enforcement  
 

Comment: Agree with proposal.  The previous regulation was trying to accomplish a goal by 
doing the wrong thing.  Supports this rule change. 
 
Comment:  Fishes 5-6 times weekly.  Snagging is a bigger issue in boats than at the Hatchery 
Hole.  Behavior was out of control for awhile but is now civil.  If a fish is snagged it causes other 
anglers to stop fishing so snagging is discouraged.  The proposal doesn’t make sense.  The area 
is well lit. He has never seen a ticket.  Foul hooking is not the issue; it’s what happens after the 
fish is landed.  This is taking away opportunity.   
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Comment: An hour before and an hour after is the best fishing at the hatchery hole.  This takes 
away opportunity.  To address the 1% of the anglers that cause problems, this restricts the 
opportunity for the other 99% of anglers. 
 
Question: Where do the complaints come from? 
Response from OSP: Other anglers. 

 
Comment:  Guides and boat anglers are the likely complainers.  They don’t realize that self-
policing goes on among bank anglers. 
 
Comment: The issue is direct enforcement/the need for enforcement.  I support whatever helps 
enforcement. 
 
Question:  Anglers can tell when a fish is foul hooked.  Why can’t OSP see it if a problem exist 
at the site under the current regulations? 
Response from OSP: Everyone knows the troopers so behavior changes when anglers know we 
are there.  We cannot see the angling activity in the first half hour of current angling hours.  
Complaints are coming from other hatchery-hole anglers. 
 
Comment:  Boats have access to holes that are not easily accessible.  You can’t see what they are 
doing at these holes.  Does not like this rule that targets just this stretch of river.   

 
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 3, No = 3, Maybe = 2 

 
• 27S - Rogue River, Section 6. Mainstem and tributaries above Lost Creek Dam; Open area 

above Lost Creek Dam to all-year trout angling.  No comments.  
Show-of-hands: Yes = 8, Maybe = 0, No = 0 
 
• 12S - Catch Limits in SW Zone; Increase the aggregate salmon and steelhead catch limit; 

allow one attritional hatchery steelhead in select SW Zone waters 
Question: Why isn’t there an aggressive hatchery program on the Rogue? 
Response: A description of significant Rogue hatchery programs was provided. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 1, Maybe = 2, No = 0 
 
• 55P - Diamond Lake: Year Round Angling   
Comment: Waited many years for the fishery to be restored, why does ODFW want to change 
things?  Winter fishing was added at Howard Prairie, but it affected the fishery and lives were 
lost.  This is not necessary.  Add ice fishing in February as alternative.  Reduce the number of 
fish released or increase the bag higher. Totally against year-round fishing at Diamond Lake.   

 
Question: What did last year’s net sample show? 
Response:  The key point is that the fishery is not meeting management objectives for harvest.  
We are getting about 75-80% of what we want out of the lake.  There is a risk to the ecology of 
the lake as a result. 
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Question: is there an economic benefit from reducing stocking levels? 
Response: Fingerling are not expensive to raise. The harvest objective is about trying to avoid 
water quality problems that can cause economic problems.   
 
Question: is there an economic benefit from reducing stocking levels? 
Response: Fingerling are not expensive to raise. The harvest objective is about trying to avoid 
water quality problems that can cause economic problems. 
 
Comment: Do not open the fishery in winter.  Reduce the stocking rate 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 1, Maybe = 3, No = 2 
 
 
 
Statewide Angling Regulation Proposals, Rhine Messmer 
• 1S - Change Free Fishing Weekend Dates  

Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe = 0 
 

• 2S - Add new definitions for “bobber” and “leader” as part of proposed new anti-snagging 
rules on Trask and Salmon rivers  

Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe = 0 
 

 
• 3S - Redefine “Snagging” to help enforce anti-snagging regulations. (ODFW/OSP Staff) 

 
Question:  Using corkies or beads from the bank, the corkie can float above the hook, the fish 
can take the corkie, the angler then sets the hook and the hook enters the fish outside the mouth.  
What is the problem with that? 
Response: that would be snagging. 
 
Comment: Bank anglers breaking loose from a rock or line can foul hook fish. 
 
Comment: This will reduce opportunity.  Will be less clear.  Anglers will likely disagree with a 
trooper’s decision on intent.  This will hang over the heads of legitimate anglers. 
 
Comment:  The problem is not that anglers are foul hooked, the problem is enforcement.  Fishes 
the hatchery hole 7-8 times each year.  Has maybe seen on ticket issued in years.  This makes the 
situation less clear, and makes fishing harder for legitimate anglers.  This uses law to take the 
place of enforcement.  Another law is laughable. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 3, Maybe = 0 
 
• 4S - Redefine definition of “Take”  
Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 0, Maybe = 3 
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• 5S - Adopt new Statewide Anti-Snagging Rules to be applied to individual waterbodies to 
curtail snagging activities 

Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 2, Maybe = 1 
 
• 6S - Possession of fish in the field- Statewide Rule  
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe = 0 

 
• 7S - Modify bait definition to allow use of hook-less “bait” attracters in the Ocean Salmon 

fishery.  Add new definition of “Attractor”.   
No comment, no vote.   
 
• 57S - Reduction in annual sturgeon catch limit. 1 per day, 2 per year  
Question: Aren’t quotas in place on the Columbia for sturgeon?  Will this change the quota 
system? 
Response: No; this just affects an individual angles ability to catch fish. 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 1, No = 0, Maybe = 3 
 
• 6P - New Statewide lure definition – include soft plastic and rubber imitations.  
No comments 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe = 0 
 
• 65P - Allow Disabled Anglers Use of Electric Reels 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe = 0 

 
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas;  
Show-of-hands: Yes = 1, No = 1, Maybe = 1 
 
Public views on expanding the Two-Rod Validation into flowing waters.  
Comments:  None 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 1, No = 1, Maybe = 0 

 

2012 Public Process: May 2012 Public Angling Regulation Meeting notes.   21



Roseburg Angling Regulations Proposals Public Meeting 
May 14, 2012 
ODFW Region Office 
 
Attendees: 
ODFW staff: Rhine Messmer, Laura Jackson, Holly Huchko, Tim Walters, Meghan Collins 
OSP Staff: Trooper Aaron Baimbridge, Lt. Dave Gifford. 
Public attendance – 12.  

 
 
Other SW Proposals to be discussed: 
12S – Keep additional hatchery STW in select waters Jan1-Apr 30, and Dec 1-31:  
10 in favor, 0 opposed 1 maybe. 
 
Q- Why not open in December? 

A- (Laura) to protect coho 
 

Laura Jackson, Umpqua District Proposals: 
 
• 24S – North Umpqua upstream from Soda Springs 
Discussion:  
Q – Will there be much disturbance? Long or short term? 
A – Could be, will be steelhead and salmon in this area; precautionary measure. Since providing 
passage with the new fish ladder we want to allow colonization in this area. With 4 years to 
study, that would give us more information and opportunity to change in 2017 if appropriate. 
 
Q – When will fish ladder be operational? 
A – March 2013 
 
Q – If it goes into effect, would we keep fishery open before passage would open in 2013 (It’s 
scheduled to be done in March 2013)? 
A – No, would close Jan. 1 regardless of when passage opens. 
 
Q – How big would smolts get before migration and would they be impacted? 
A – Steelhead can be small to catchable size since they migrate at different age and sizes. 
Protecting juveniles is part of this. 
 
Show-of-hands Yes = 7, No = 0, Maybe = 5, 
 
• 55P – Diamond Lake Angling Year Round  
Discussion:  
Q – Who decides if ice is safe?  
A – Anglers will be responsible. 
 
Q – Winter access? 
A – Will probably remain as it is now but is up to USFS or resort not ODFW. 
 

2012 Public Process: May 2012 Public Angling Regulation Meeting notes.   22



Q – Is the Forest Service supportive of this? 
A – They are looking at if there’s change in liability, and cost with facility maintenance. 
 
Q – Will I be able to take an ice shack? 
A – There’s a 14 day limit. 
 
Q – Where can you camp? 
A – We have other lakes open year-round; access is on your own. This is a public proposal. 
 
Q – What is staff feeling so far? 
A – No opinion yet. Approved to go forward in the process. 
 
Comment (Paul Heberling) – Year-round fishing would be good for the fishery, increase fishing 
opportunity, more harvest will help with the water quality in the lake and downstream of the lake 
(more nutrients out of the lake, increase zooplankton and algae control), remaining fish would 
have more food and get bigger. The potential for safe ice is Jan – Mar. I have 22 signatures to 
support year-round fishing. 
 
Q – (Scott Lamb) – Supports year-round fishing at Diamond Lake, good for the fishery. Lemolo 
is not mentioned here and could be disadvantaged (construed as not as good a fishery) if 
Diamond is open. Diamond typically ices off later than Lemolo and Lemolo reservoir level 
fluxes (it’s Hydropower Reservoir) and there is always open water.  Plenty of fishing opportunity 
at Lemolo after Oct. 31 and before the season opens. Are there any provisions to include 
Lemolo?  If not included, Lemolo would be the only lake closed during the winter in Umpqua 
district. 
A – Your proposal was not in the timeframe, but we do have a public comment that was 
submitted that there is an interest in opening Lemolo at the arms year-round. Diamond Lake 
proposal didn’t mention Lemolo, so as we go forward in process, public comments will go to 
staff and Commission; often adjustments are made the following year after a regulation is 
implemented. You can make petition to Commission outside this process to propose this in off-
years since it won’t get included this round. 
 
Scott: That’s to assume then, I should’ve had forethought to petition to include Lemolo in year-
round fishing. This is preposterous to insinuate the two lakes don’t go hand in hand. 
 
Laura – public process announced in media late last fall. We had public meeting here Feb. 9 to 
remind people to send in proposals. Diamond was a public proposal. 
 
Comment (Paul Heberling) – it was my proposal, and I thought Diamond had the potential to be 
good for ice fishing. My oversight I didn’t include Lemolo.  
 
Ron White – Has fished Lemolo/Diamond/Soda/Toketee since a kid.  Lemolo was open year-
round for awhile and it ruined Lemolo’s brown trout fishery. Would like us to bump harvest up 
to 10 and leave Diamond season as currently is. Gotta have a way to get a boat in during winter. 
Dumping additional rainbow trout [the past few years] doesn’t make a good fishery at Lemolo.  
 
Q – Does OSP have opinion on ice fishing at Diamond Lake? 
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A – (Holly) Clarify- it’s publically proposed to be open year-round whatever access allows 
(boating, etc). It’s not specifically for ice fishery. 
 
Q (S Lamb) – If this passes, what’s soonest Lemolo could be considered for year-round fishing? 
A (Rhine) – Realistically, 2014 regulations. If there is disparity, district would let HQ know if 
they want to submit a proposal. Again, you can submit petition for rule change but it likely 
would be rolled over into 2014 regulation cycle. 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 8, No = 3, Maybe = 1.   
Note: Project sponsor turned in 22 signatures from people in support of fishing on Diamond 
Lake year Round.  Will be included in August Commission Public Correspondence File.   
 
 
Statewide Proposals 
 
• 1S – Change Free Fishing Weekend dates 
No comments, people like this proposal.  
 
• 3S – Redefine snagging:  
Comment – seems hard to enforce for OSP. Comment – I think it’s good. 
 
• 5S – Statewide Anti-Snagging Rules applied to individual waterbodies 
Comment – 6’ leader length could help. Maybe look at that statewide rather than certain rivers. 
Leader length is more important for bank fishing. 
 
• 6S – Possession of fish in field.  
Comment – As a guide, you can retain wild fish on Elk but not Sixes. Guys are swapping rivers 
in middle of day, could have fish in box from one river. This [possession in the field] needs 
clarified. 
 
Q – So this means I could catch salmon at narrows then fly fish same day? Can it be in cooler in 
truck?    
A – Its still in your possession. 
Comment about including scent.  (Rhine)- ODFW can’t regulate scent 
 
• 7S – Modify bait definition 
Comments:  
Q – Why make soft plastics as bait depending on where you’re fishing? 
A – This isn’t just geographically based; it would apply to all fishing. 
 
• 57S – Reduction in annual sturgeon catch 
Comments: 
Q – Where do sea lions fit in? 
A – Whole separate process to manage them. 
 
• 6P – Revised Lure/Bait Definitions: no comments.  
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• 65P – All Disabled Anglers to Use Electric Reels: no comments.  
 
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas; 64-P and 91-P:  
Comments:  
Citizen - I could see some problems with it. Chance you could exceed boat limit accidentally if 
multiple people hook up at once.  
 
Citizen - People currently hook, fight, release fish anyway. 
 
Q – What would happen if I’m in a boat w/ 3 people and we hook multiple fish and put us over 
limit, how will this be enforced?  
A – Not in violation as long as you “reasonably” land and release the fish right away, but would 
be a violation if you attempted to retain fish once you were at boat limit for all anglers. 
 
Citizen - sounds like party fishing. 
 
Q – Does it apply to inland lakes? 
A – Original intent was not to, however, we looked at it to see if people would support it 
statewide. 
 
Q – If you had 8 fishing on boat and 4 had limits, can you continue to fish? 
A – Yes, until all limits achieved but person who hadn’t landed fish would need to be the one 
reeling in. 
 
Show-of-hands: SW/NW Tidal – Yes = 0, No = 0, Maybe = 12.  If applied inland – Yes = 0, No 
= 5, No = 3, and 2 with no opinion.  
 
• Rhine Messmer – What are your views on expanding two rod rule?  
Comments:  
Q – If two rods, how far away can you be to tend your rods? 
A (OSP) – Regulations requires you be close enough to reasonably attend your rod.  Would 
depend on the terrain.  Example: could be farther away from rod on flat sandy beach where you 
could quickly access rod than up at Swiftwater where it is steep and hard to move over boulders 
quickly to get to rod. 
 
Citizen - I see some bad scenarios; how could you handle two rods if there’s an abundance of 
fish? One rod should be enough. 
 
Citizen - Great Lakes boats look like porcupines and use multiple rods. 
 
Citizen - Advantage to use multiple rods to try different gear. 
 
Citizen - Would like two rods on coastal coho fisheries to cast one rod and troll another. That’s 
what I thought I was getting when I bought the previous 2 rod tag. 
 
Citizen - Have only one rod for fish stocks somewhat in jeopardy. 
 

2012 Public Process: May 2012 Public Angling Regulation Meeting notes.   25



Rhine Messmer - This would probably be used as temporary rule in situations with surplus fish, 
not in all fisheries. 
 
Smallmouth Bass Discussion (rejected proposals to increase limits on smallmouth bass in 
the Umpqua River).  
 
Rhine Messmer – Reviews are specific to proposal intent, objectives and outcomes. In the case 
of your proposal the purpose statement was “To restore native fish populations.”  We looked at 
past studies, angler creel information, and studies of smallmouth bass (SMB) in other basins. The 
bottom line is that, under current harvest, if you increased limits to 25 bass per day it is unlikely 
that we will see an increase in overall smallmouth bass harvest because anglers generally don’t 
retain over 10 bass per day, the current daily bass limit.  Your proposal will not result in the 
desired increase in overall harvest of smallmouth bass, thereby restoring native fish populations. 
The average daily angler harvest rate isn’t high enough.  The result of proposal evaluation is that 
the objective is not biologically feasible in that it will not achieve the stated goals and objectives.   
 
Alan Bunce – you are telling public SMB aren’t a problem and they are a problem. 
 
Rhine Messmer – No, this was not stated in our staff reviews.  Our staff  reviewed your proposal 
based on what you proposed it to do, “To restore native fish populations”, and determined it 
wasn’t biologically feasible.  Anglers currently don’t even keep an average of 10 fish per day, 
therefore bass harvest would not increase..  Increasing the limit will not result in more bass 
harvested, and therefore not restore native fish populations.   
 
Comment – In last 5-6 years, guides from Rogue and Willamette understand it’s a fishery and 
SMB numbers are going down. 
 
Alan – I sent in whole packet of 4 smallmouth proposals. One form along with letters. Don’t you 
feel responsibility about managing lamprey, etc? Your biologists are telling me you’re censoring 
them. 
 
Rhine – the staff review did not ignore impacts of smallmouth bass on native fish species in the 
Umpqua.  Your proposal states you want increase in SMB harvest. By raising daily bass limit, as 
you state in your proposal, there will not be an increase in the numbers of SMB taken out of the 
Umpqua River, and therefore not have the stated positive impact of restoring native fish 
populations.  As for censoring our biologists, this is not the case.  We are not censoring our 
biologists.   
 
Q – These are non-native fish introduced into system. I’d think ODFW wouldn’t want that, so 
what difference would it make to increase harvest? 
 
Rhine. – Again, getting back to the purpose statement of your proposal – “To restore native fish 

populations”.  You have stated that that your proposal to increasing the smallmouth bass 
limit will result in more bass being harvested.  Biologically this is not feasible; anglers 
are not currently harvesting over 10 bass per day.  In terms of evaluating proposals, the 
answer was no to the “Biological Feasibility criteria.  This is the basis of rejecting your 
proposal.  Not that bass don’t impact native fish in the Umpqua. 
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Alan – After 4 years of talking to you guys, I should’ve been able to word it in way you’d 
understand it. 
 
Other comments:  
Carcass/Fish Cleaning (two proposals rejected that would allow fish cleaning and disposing 
of fish carcasses in public waters). 
Comments:  
As guide, I had problem w/fish cleaning in stream. Officers have said, we want you to clean 
them where you take out then throw carcass as far as you can into stream. That’s not consistent 
between officers. I’d like to see some proposal to where we can clarify this.  
 
Rhine Messmer – I’ve been looking at this for 10 years. Two related statutes that backed this 
rule. I asked for public info that would be acceptable and we couldn’t craft one. This proposal – 
no allowance for us to adjust rule, so those proposals died. If statute were revised, it’d open door 
for us to revise wording. We can’t violate statute. We’ve been trying to increase fish cleaning 
stations at more popular places where we can install them.  
 
OSP – We encourage officers to use common sense; it comes down to a judgment call and 
depends on circumstances involved (ex: summer when people swimming near boat ramps) 
 
Q – How do you take care of tuna out in the ocean? 
A – Currently legal to clean if you leave head on and remove guts. 
 
Q – What if no size limits on fish and cut head off, legal? 
A – ok as long as head not identifiable factor 
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Coos Bay Angling Regulations Proposals Public Meeting  
May 15, 2012  
North Bend Public Library 
 
Attendees: 
ODFW staff: Rhine Messmer, Mike Gray, Gary Vonderohe, Tom Rumreich, Tim Walters, Steve 
Mazur, Eric Schindler, Justin Ainsworth, Chris Clair 
OSP Staff:  Lt. Dave Gifford 
Fish and Wildlife Commission: Bob Weber 
STAC members Richard Heap and Rees Bender 
Public attendance – Total of 24 signed-in, approximately 28 at meeting.   
 
Mike Gray, Coos/Coquille and Tenmile Basin Proposals  
• 12S - Catch Limits in SW Zone; Increase the aggregate salmon and steelhead catch limit; allow one 

attritional hatchery steelhead in select SW Zone waters 
Public comment/Questions: 
Paul Merz, How many hatchery steelhead are there I the Coos System?   
 
Citizen - Is this regulation being proposed in any other basins? 
 
Citizen - Are there other harvest rules allowing an additional fish in other locations in the state 
on clopped fish? 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 25.  No = 0, Maybe = 0 
 
• 13S - Coquille River Basin (Sections 1-5); Eliminate protective regulations for bass. 
Citizen - Has the agency thought about proposing this rule in the Umpqua?  
 
Paul Merz – Is this for the entire Coquille river Basin?  What will you do with angling behind tide-gates?  
Regulations have restricted fishing associated with salmon and steelhead.  Good start.   
 
Joe – has there been consideration of a bounty?  
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 25, No = 0, Maybe = 0.   
 
• 14S - Allow harvest of trout greater than 20 inches in Eel Lake.  
Bill – Have you found any enforcement issue with the regulations on Tenmile Lake?  
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 25, No = 0, Maybe = 0. 
 
Steve Mazur, Lower Rogue District  
• 62P- Chetco River (Curry Co.): Mainstem including tidewater; Chetco River Salmon Fishing 

Deadline; Open for Chinook salmon upstream to Nook Creek Jan. 1-March 31 and May 26-
Dec. 31.   
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Rich Heap (project sponsor) – Currently there are 21 guides licensed to fish on the Chetco River 
(USFS rules).  Our group has been taking scales off of fish carcasses.  ODFW staff have 
identified that there are a large number of Chinook salmon that are spawning in the main river.  
Our group is working with ODFW to attempt to raise the allowable stray rate to 18% rather than 
10%.   
 
Citizen - How much of the drift is being reduced? 
 
Rick Hoard – How many of the licensed guides are in favor of the proposal? 
Citizen - How many bank fishermen and private individuals in the drift boats are fishing this 
reach? 
 
Rick Howard – Siskiyou Forest Regulated guides depend on a “private” trip to make money 
from clients.  You are compressing the fishery.   You have a private citizen proposing a rule that 
is affecting the economic livelihood of those deriving a living from the river. 
 
Rich Heap - Most of the guides are targeting steelhead. 
 
Rick Howard – Most guides are not going to harvest fish on the spawning grounds.  I oppose 
harvesting “sea-lice” fish on the Sixes.  I say leave the Chetco open to allow for harvest of fresh 
fish.  
 
Citizen - Have the surveys indicate that the numbers of fish are going down?  Does this rule 
guarantee that there will be a 20% increase in the number of fish? 
 
Rich Heap – We are not taking away a whole lot of fishing.  This rule would not have a large 
amount of impact on the fishery.  
 
Rick Howard – is there a rule being proposed to limit wild harvest to one fish?  You should 
impose a harvest restriction instead of taking away peoples opportunity to make a living.  
 
Citizen - Is there a substantial amount of spawning that occurs above Nook Creek? 
 
Yes = 2, No = 11, Maybe = 1.  
 
• 13S - Coquille River Basin (Sections 1-5); Eliminate protective regulations for bass 
• 14S - Allow harvest of trout greater than 20 inches in Eel Lake  
• 15S - Create an aggregate limit for Chinook salmon in the Sixes River and Elk River Ocean 

Terminal areas. 
Citizen - Is the hatchery clipping all their fish?  Why are we being penalized if the commercial 
fishery is not being required to keep only clopped fish?  
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Citizen - Is the commercial fishery restricted or are they allowed to catch as many as they can 
catch? 
 
Citizen - Do you feel it is necessary to make this a permanent rule?  I have concern if we make 
this a permanent rule the agency will lose its flexibility to make adjustments.  
 
Rick Howard – One dilemma you have is that the Elk River clears and there is only one boat 
ramp.  When the Elk River clears fish are very difficult to catch.  I’m not in favor of pushing 
fishing pressure to the Sixes River.  
 
Reese Bender – I support the rules, but don’t feel like the new rule would change fishing 
pressure on the Elk River.  
 
Citizen - Can’t you leave the rule temporary?  If the rule is working do we need to make it 
permanent? 
 
Citizen - If we go with a permanent rule it is difficult to put in a Temporary Rule to increase the 
bag limit when abundance is higher.  
 
Citizen - What happened to the Hunters Creek population after the rule change was made there?  
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 13, No = 0, Maybe = 4.  
 
• 16S - Floras Creek/New River including tidewater; Increase conservation of native fall 

Chinook salmon.  21S - New River including tidewater; Simplify regulations for Floras 
Creek and New River  

Citizen - This particular River has a very late run of fish.  So you are still maintaining the late 
season.  
Reese Bender – All seasons were closed historically on December 31, but seasons were extended 
after Elk River hatchery production was targeted.   
 
Show-of-hands on 16 and 21S:  Yes = 14, No = 0, Maybe = 2 
 
• 17S - Floras Lake; Close salmon and steelhead angling in Floras Lake to protect wild coho 

salmon.  
• 18S - Page 41 - Fourmile Creek including tidewater (Coos Co.); Protect wild coho salmon by 

closing the steelhead season on Fourmile Creek 
• 20S - New Lake; Protect wild coho salmon by closing the steelhead season on New Lake  
• 21S - New River including tidewater; Simplify regulations for Floras Creek and New River  
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Proposals 17, 18, 20 and 21S.  Comment: With a proposal like this have you received any 
comments from landowners as this rule would restrict their fishing.  
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 16, No = 0, Maybe. = 0. 
 
• 19S - Hunter Creek; Revert to SW Zone jack Chinook salmon limits on Hunter Creek; no 

need to tag jack salmon.  No questions or comments.   
Show-of-hands: Yes – 16, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
 
• 22S - Pistol River: Revert to SW Zone jack Chinook salmon limits on Pistol Creek; no need 

to tag jack salmon.  No questions or comments.   
Show-of-hands: Yes – 16, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  

 
• 23S - Sixes River; Reduced wild Chinook salmon harvest on the Sixes River 
Citizen - Are you maintaining the same season?  The Elk River season would remain late.   
 
Rick Howard – In years past we have allowed fishing above Dry Creek that allowed angling 
pressure by boats to spread out.  This contributes to crowding and makes an uncomfortable 
fishery.  You’re doing a take-away here that we never will get back.  Your agency is not doing 
anything to deal with other issues (cormorants, mergansers, etc.).  You’re doing a take-away of 
the last predator, humans, and your agency is not doing a thing about these other issues.  
 
Reese Bender – Have the spawning ground counts indicated a reason for this rule?  Counts did 
go down.   
 
Citizen - Let’s start a hatchery program on the Sixes River.  
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 5, No = 9, Maybe = 5.  
 
Marine Zone Proposals 
• 56S - Pacific Ocean; Implement a scallop permit system to monitor harvest.   
Comment – The diving community is in favor of this.  This could lead to closing more areas.  
Show-of-hands: Yes = 13, No = 0, Maybe = 0 
 
• 24P - Coastal bays; Increase the daily limit on Purple Varnish clams to first 60 taken  
Comment – Are these clams are in the states eyes as a non-native invasive species?  
Citizen – Is that the clam that there was an attempt to release in South Slough that was stolen? 
Citizen – Are these clams in Coos Bay? 
Citizen – Is the state embracing these as a manageable stock?  
Citizen – What will more digging in areas where there are sand shrimp have as far as impact? 
Citizen – Commercial clam diggers can take these clams now? 
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Citizen – Can State Police that high” Response from Lt. Gifford “Yes they can if it comes in 
dozens, because that’s how doughnuts come”  
 
Show-of-hands: Yes 22, No = 0, Maybe = 0. 
 
• 15P - Coastal bays; Increase the daily limit on Purple Varnish clams to first 72 taken 
Comments:  Don’t they look like littleneck clams? 
Show-of-hands: Yes 22, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
  
• 32P - Ocean, beaches and coastal bays; Return Macoma Clams to Immediate Digging Area. 
Show-of-hands: Yes 22, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  

 
• 102P and 131P - Partial Cleaning of Albacore at Sea 
Citizen – How could you have an increased potential for a violation?  Albacore are white meated 
tuna, blue fin are red meated.  
 
Citizen – I have been fishing for albacore fanatically for a number of years and have never had 
my fish measured or weighed.   
 
Rick Howard’s Wife – If we cut the head off the meats are a different color, what is the problem? 
Citizen – How come the regulations are different in California and Washington? 
 
Citizen – Why was the halibut by-catch proposal not brought up?  A: was rejected since it would 
require Federal rule-making.   
 
Show-of-hands: Yes 18, No = 0, Maybe = 1. 
 

 
Statewide Regulation Proposals.  
 
• 1S – Free Fishing Weekend Date change.  No comments 
 
• 2S – New Definitions of “bobber” and “leader” no comments.  
 
• 3S - Redefine Snagging.   
Comment:  I have a problem with someone else deciding whether I am attempting to illegally 
take fish.  
Rick Howard – A large number of fly fishermen in the lower Elk River are attempting to snag 
fish.  
 
• 4S – Redefine Take.  No comments.  
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• 5S – New Statewide Anti-snagging rule 
Rick Howard – This rule would apply to certain areas, not statewide?  (Yes, as selected by 
ODFW staff).  A treble hook is needed on the Rogue to make an anchovy spin.  
 
• 6S - Possession of Fish in the Field.  
Comment – 
Citizen - Is it not the purpose of your tag to properly code your fish?   
 
Reese Bender – Will this allow a person to fish on the Elk River after catching a fish elsewhere?  
 
Citizen – If you are camping will this rule restrict you if you are camping and fishing multiple 
locations? Is this a rule that has been put in so the agency can use the rule to generate revenue? 
 
Rick Howard: Fishing on the Coquille and catch two wild coho on the Coquille River.  Can we 
then travel to the Coos River and fish with two wild coho locked in the truck? 
 
Citizen – I think the intent of this rule is similar to marine rules.   
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 6, Maybe = 5.  
 
• 7S - New definition of “bait” and “attractor” related to Ocean Salmon angling.  
Citizen – This means if we have an attractor that doesn’t have a hook on it, I can use it?  If I 
wanted to hook a number of hutchies together and use it is that legal? 
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 22 No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
 
• 57S Reduction in the Annual Sturgeon Catch Limit 
Citizen – The fisherman is not the fault of the need for this rule, sea lions are a cause.  
 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 14, Maybe = 1.  
 
• 6P – Revised “lure” and “bait” definitions. No comments 
 
• 65P – Disabled Angler Rules, electric reels fixed to boats.  No comments 
 
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas  
Wayne (one of the proposal sponsors) – Discussed how they came to developing the proposal.  It 
is a common practice that people continue to fish after they have reached their limit. The state 
currently sponsors bubble fisheries.  If you troll across the bar you are no longer legal.  
 
Cliff Lance (proposal sponsor) – Se are enjoying this incredible fishery on the south coast.  This 
rule allows us to remove more hatchery fish.  
 
Citizen – It has been common practice to continue to fish. 
 
Citizen – It should help simplify enforcement issues. 
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Cliff Lance – This rule would allow overall limits to be obtained more rapidly reducing 
crowding on the river.  
 
Wayne – This rule will help people catch the remaining limit.  
 
Reese Bender – I support the proposal.  Legally it is very clear.   
Citizen - We should take the number of people in the boat and develop a boat limit.  
 
Show-of-hands:  Yes= 22, No = 0, Maybe = 0. 
 
Views on Expanding the Two Rod Rule into flowing waters: 
Discussion:  
John Ward – I would like for people to use two rods in the Ocean.  
 
Citizen – I think you should be able to run two rods on freshwater or saltwater fisheries.  
 
Reese Bender – I believe that a two-rod rule could lead to overcrowded salmon fishing in 
streams.   
 
Tackle Shop Owner – I fully support this idea as a tackle store owner this would contribute to 
more tackle sales.   
 
Show-of-hands if you are interested in expanding the two-rod rules Yes = 9 No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
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Newport Angling Regulations Proposals Public Meeting  
May 16, 2012 
Hotel 
 
Attendees: 
ODFW staff: Rhine Messmer, Bob Buckman, Derek Wilson, Gway Kirchner, Eric Schindler, 
Justin Ainsworth, other shellfish guy, Mitch Vance 
OSP Staff:   
Public attendance – 2 public, see sign-in sheet;  
 
Bob Buckman, Mid Coast District  
 
• 76P – Alsea River Angling Deadline Adjustment; replace Fall Creek deadline with USFW 

River Edge Boat Landing   
Comments:  How many redds are there blow the angling deadline.  A – This area has mainly a 
bedrock substrate.  Rule protects heavy Chinook spawning area above the proposed angling 
deadline.  
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 1, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  

 
• 11S Salmon River; Add new anti-snagging regulation; hook, leader, and angling method 

restrictions  
Comments: Proposed restriction should go through the end of December.  With the time period 
proposed, there are still a lot of fish still present in December.  
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
 
One member of the public also wanted to comment on the current proposed salmon regulations 
on the coast and the 28-inch Chinook jack rule. Stated that many three-year-old fall Chinook 
salmon are males so this would get at the fish on the mid-coast.  On the south coast the male to 
female ration is closer to 50/50.  During low return years anglers would target larger fish.  Need 
to skew harvest towards smaller fish.   Staff stated they would pass on his comment to Steve 
Williams in Fish Division.   
 
Marine Zone Proposals 
• 56S - Pacific Ocean; Implement a scallop permit system to monitor harvest 
Discussion:  None.  Show-of-hands:  Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe = 0  
 
• 24P - Coastal bays; Increase the daily limit on Purple Varnish clams to first 60 taken.  
Discussion: The two members of the public attending the meeting supported the higher limit on 
purple varnish clams.    Show-of-hands:  Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
 
• 15P - Coastal bays; Increase the daily limit on Purple Varnish clams to first 72 taken  
Discussion:  Show-of-hands:  Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
 
• 32P - Ocean, beaches and coastal bays; Return Macoma Clams to Immediate Digging Area 
Discussion:  None 
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Show-of-hands:  Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
 
• 102P and 131P - Partial Cleaning of Albacore at Sea 
Discussion: Could ODFW possibly develop a tagging system similar to sturgeon.  Would 
identify harvest amounts.  Show-of-hands:  Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe = 0.  
 
 
Statewide Issues 
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas  
Comment: Both public did not support these proposals.  Not enough fish to support the proposal.  
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 0, No = 2, Maybe = 0.  
 
• Views on expanding Two-Rod angling to flowing water:  
Comments:  Too difficult for angler to fish two rods.  Anglers can fish fairly with one rod.  
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Tillamook Angling Regulations Proposals Public Meeting  
May 17, 2012  
Oregon Department of Forestry 
 
Attendees: 
ODFW staff: Dave Stewart, Chris Knutsen, Justin Ainsworth, Eric Schindler, Robert Bradley, 
Paul Attwood 
OSP Staff:  Sgt. Todd Hoodenpyl.  
Public attendance – Total of 20.  Note:  There were approximately 20 members of the public 
present.  Half of those who attended the meeting mistakenly thought the meeting would be a 
chance to further discuss Nehalem Angling Regulations.  They were not interested in the other 
proposals. 
 
Northwest Zone - North Coast streams 
• 57S - Reduction in annual sturgeon catch limit. 1 per day, 2 per year   
Comments:  None.  
 

• 8S - Nehalem River Section 2: Add special regulation closure around Fall Creek falls adult fish 
trap.   Comments: None 
Discussion: There was no interest or concern expressed regarding this proposal.  
• 10S - Three Rivers Section 1. Mainstem; New anti-snagging regulations; hook and leader 

length restrictions  
Comments:  
Citizen - This type of rule seems more reasonable than the gear restrictions proposed earlier.  
Apply rules that don’t exclude some gear types and are easier to understand. 
Citizen - A 3/8 in hook (approximately #2) seems like a radically small hook to use on a spring 
Chinook.  A ½ in hook was suggested.   
Show-of-hands: Overall, there was fair support with no opposition. 

 
• 9S - Trask River Section 1. Add new anti-snagging “Bobber Angling” rule and definitions 
Comments: 
Citizen - Why not just enforce the existing laws?  Fly angling is the easiest way to floss. 
Citizen - Gear rules such as bobbers and flies only affects the legitimate anglers who like to use 
spinning gear. 
Citizen - Proposal should not apply to drift boats, rather bank anglers only. 
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 0, No = 3, Maybe = Several were okay or neutral. 
 
• 76P - Year-Long Catch-and-Release Trout Angling on Select Lower Columbia River 

Tributaries.  Comments: No Interest or concern expressed regarding this proposal. 
 
 
Marine Zone Proposals 
• 56S - Pacific Ocean; Implement a scallop permit system to monitor harvest 
Comment: Does not want to be required to carry another card in their pocket. 
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• 24P - Coastal bays; Increase the daily limit on Purple Varnish clams to first 60 taken  
• 15P - Coastal bays; Increase the daily limit on Purple Varnish clams to first 72 taken. 
Comment: Preferred the limit of 60 instead of 72.  

 
• 32P - Ocean, beaches and coastal bays; Return Macoma Clams to Immediate Digging Area 
• Comments: None 
 
• 102P and 131P - Partial Cleaning of Albacore at Sea 
Comments: Supported albacore proposal because it would make for a safer boat.  Also stated that 
they are easy to identify vs. blue fin tuna. 
 
 
Statewide Proposals – Dave Stewart 

 
• 2S – New Bobber and Leader Definitions  
Comment: Didn’t like the bobber definition to be referencing “stream.”  Clarify to ensure 
bobbers could be used in lakes, bays, etc.  

 
• 6S Possession of fish in the field.  
Comments:  
Citizen - How does possession work for people who are camping for extended periods of time or 
fishing different lakes where regulations are not the same? 
Citizen - Not easy to apply statewide 
Citizen - Needs different wording 
Citizen - Would this apply to the ocean? 
 
Show-of-hands: This proposal was supported for the Columbia River, not supported as a 
statewide regulation. 

 
• 57S - Reduction in the Annual Sturgeon Bag Limit 
Comments:  
Citizen - Need to restrict commercial fishing on sturgeon if recreational angling will be restricted 
Citizen - Sport fishing shouldn’t bear all the burden for sturgeon conservation 
Citizen - Consider the effects on younger anglers 
Citizen - Decrease the price of the license with decreased limit 
Show-of-hands: No support for proposal 

 
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas  
Comments: “Rack the Rod” fully support allowing all anglers to continue to fish. 
 
• 6P New Statewide lure definition – include soft plastic and rubber imitations  
Comments: Needed for a long time, good idea, and strong support from the public. 
 
• Public views on expanding Two Rod rule in Flowing Waters  
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Comments: Two rods-what about 1 extra rod per boat?  
Show-of-hands:  More opposed than supported. 
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Eugene-Springfield Angling Regulations Proposals Public Meeting 
May 21, 2012  
Lane Community College 
 
Attendees: 
ODFW staff: Rhine Messmer, Jeff Ziller, Kelly Reis, Shannon Richardson 
OSP Staff: Lt. Gifford, Marshal Maher, and Martin Maher 
Public attendance – 38 
 
Willamette Zone - South Willamette basin 
 
• 30S Springfield Mill Race (new entry); new trout, steelhead and salmon fishery on 

Springfield Mill Race 
Brief discussion.  Some concern expressed regarding stocking impacts on native species; 
addressed by comments that these natives are generally non-game fish and/or occupy upper 
section of Mill Race away from proposed stocking area. 
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 18, No = 0, Maybe = 7. 
 
• 31S - McKenzie River (All Sections); Eliminate use of bait to reduce hooking mortality on 

wild trout in a non-stocked wild trout rearing area on the McKenzie River   
Extensive discussion on this regulation proposal.  
Comments/Discussion items: 

• life expectancy of hatchery trout  
• further compaction of anglers to stocked section 
• fear of this leading to more reductions in stocking and/or bait use 
• refer to section as “closed” (rather than open to flies and lures) 
• fear ability to use lures will also be taken away 
• fear bait use for salmon and steelhead will be taken away 
• McKenzie redside not native (not listed on ODFW native fish website), why protect them 
• all want to protect McKenzie redsides, but where will boaters go to fish? 
• costs of policing the changes (won’t be affected) 
• although one attendee made it clear he was not representing Springfield City Council, he 

did say the City supports the bait fishery 
• public opinion (ODFW preference survey and list of signatures) supports stocking and 

use of bait.   
• It is nonsensical to allow bait where hatchery trout are not stocked and you can’t keep 

wild trout 
• Concerns about reduced numbers of wild trout below Hendricks 
• Springfield City resident has attempted to contact Springfield Mayor (via e-mail and 

going to offices) to express support for taking away bait – hasn’t been able to make 
contact (ODFW has offered to come in and talk to Springfield City Council and/or Mayor 
– without response by City) 

• Zone regulations make sense for this water body – no need for special regulation to allow 
bait 

• Affected users as perceived by angler with ~625 hrs on study section (5 miles from 
Hendricks to Bellinger) – some guides fishing spinning gear, flies/lures, ChS/StS anglers, 
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• TU supports, 300 members locally, 3000 members statewide 
• McKenzie Flyfishers and Federation of Flyfishers (Oregon and national) support 
• Concerns about taking bait away from suburban fishery – still have “Town Run” for StS, 

proposal to stock Springfield Mill Race – worth it to protect native trout 
 
A request was made to defer any decision on this regulation until a stakeholder group can be 
formed to discuss the long-term program for McKenzie River fish management. 
 
ODFW – gather scientific info from various sources, professional society affiliation, protect 
legacy population in lower river to share genetic material with wild population in upper river 
through stocked section with very low numbers of wild fish (as suggested by 2009-’10 creel 
survey catch rates).  Need to do what is best for these fish. 
 
Concern expressed regarding how to get input from working public that can’t attend daytime 
Commission meetings to provide feedback. 
 
Concern expressed regarding public opinion collected during surveys that counters ultimate 
management decisions (ex. Most people asked support stocking trout, yet ODFW is removing 
stocked trout). 
 
An alternative proposal to simplify McKenzie regulations was presented for the first time to the 
public in the form of Option B:  Have a single section from the mouth of the McKenzie River 
to Hendricks that would allow year round catch and release with flies and lures, harvest of 
5 adipose fin-clipped trout/day 4th Sat. in April through Oct, restricted bait use for salmon 
and steelhead May 1-June 15 on hooks with >5/8” gap.  Includes section from mouth to 
Hayden currently entirely C&R, flies and lures year round.  Allows harvest of those hatchery 
trout that drift downstream. 
 
Comments/Discussion items: 

• Concern about incidental trout harvest from salmon/summer steelhead angling (should be 
minimal due to lack of effort, especially below Hayden). 

• Create another problem for wild trout by-catch?    
• Anglers still don’t seem to be able to differentiate between adipose fin-clipped and non-

adipose fin-clipped fish. 
• Hook gap size for either option seems excessive 
• Need more time to think about Option B 
• Need public dialogue before making any decisions on McKenzie regulations. 

 
OSP – F/L, C&R compliance in lower river has improved over years – fairly stable and high, 
most violations occur during peak use May-Aug; wouldn’t expect to see change in compliance 
with this regulation as would likely be same user group. 
 
Show-of-hands, current option shown in 31S.  Yes = 33, No = 8, Undecided = 0 
Show-of-hands, new option shown in 31S -B.  Yes = 0, No = 22 Undecided = 14 
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• 32S - McKenzie River (new Section 3) New anti-snagging- leader length- regulations for 
below Leaburg Dam.  Any attached weight may be no more than six feet above the 
lowermost hook 

Comments/Discussion items: 
• Is this site-specific below a dam – why not below all dams? 
• Data for latent mortality on wild ChS (JZ referenced Lindsay study below Willamette 

Falls) 
• In the Rogue River, personally observed a substantial decrease in harvest with leader 

length rule; is there a concern for native ChS? (social regulation – wild fish don’t stack 
up below Leaburg Dam like hatchery fish do) 

Show-of-hands:  Yes = 29, No = 3, Undecided = 1.  
 
General question regarding meeting voting/hand counts.  Rhine commented the hand counts 
reflect meeting sentiment, and provide a venue for people who don’t speak up. 
 
• 29S - Willamette River Section 7. Middle Fork Willamette upstream to Dexter Dam; New 

anti-snagging –leader length- regulations for fishery below Dexter Dam; any attached weight 
may be no more than four feet above the lowermost hook 

Questions regarding difference between foul hooking and snagging (none, according to OSP 
staff in attendance).  A snagged fish is the same as a foul hooked fish and will be cited if the fish 
is kept. 
Comment regarding potential for a “flossing season”. 
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 24, No = 3, Undecided = 3 
 
• 100P - Willamette River: 7. Middle Fork Upstream to Dexter Dam; Reduced harvest to offset 

the predicted increase in use, 2 trout per day, 8-inch minimum length 
Questions regarding timing of smolt release (2 weeks before opening day timed for best smolt 
survival), still 5 trout allowed in Willamette from mouth of McKenzie to confluence of Coast 
and Middle forks (yes). 
Comments/Discussion items: 

• ODFW 2006 survey suggests people are staying closer to home to go fishing 
• 2 fish seems plenty 
• Salmon/StS anglers interviewed on this stretch of river see trout by-catch, like to be able 

to keep 1 or 2 trout 
• McKenzie Flyfishers have discussed widely and haven’t heard complaints against 
• TU supports 

Show-of-hands:  Yes = 26, No = 3, Undecided = 2 
 
“Housekeeping proposals” 
• 58P Clarification of Hills Creek regulations; change in water body name  
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 20, No = 0, Maybe = 2 

 
• 59P – Clarify brook trout harvest regulations on Erma Bell Lakes and tributaries, Gold Lake, 

Mckenzie River Section 7 (Tamolitch falls to Clear Lake), and Willamette Section 9. (North 
Fork of Middle fork and tributaries)  

Comments re: clarify season goes through Oct. 31, and not until Oct. 31. 
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Show-of-hands:  Yes = 20, No = 1, Maybe = 3 
 

• 60P – Bull trout conservation on upper Salmon and Salt creeks.  Clarify brook trout harvest 
seasons   

Comment re: not many BT here anyway, therefore unlikely to affect anyone. 
Show-of-hands:  Yes = 22, No = 1, Maybe = 1 
 
Statewide regulations discussed: 
Rhine quickly went through presentation with info about statewide proposals, stopping to discuss 
any proposals requested by audience.   
 
• 6P New Statewide lure definition – include soft plastic and rubber imitations 
Comments: 

• F/L only waters usually this way to protect the resource – if fish response to imitations is 
same as with bait (ingested rather than hooked in mouth, for example), can’t support 
change 

• Clarification that scent is not under consideration with this proposal. 
• OSP wants to see “enforceability”, what is easiest for angler to understand?  “Other 

imitation baits” is unclear. 
• Request for the rationale between some legal flies and some illegal bait with very subtle 

differences. 
• Some anglers fishing rubber lures don’t realize they are fishing bait. 
• What is the background on considering molded soft plastics as bait? (Rhine – went into 

effect ~2000 following literature review by Charlie Corrarino suggesting hooking 
mortality higher with soft rubber imitations than with F/L; more current works highlight 
different mortality rates depending on passively vs. actively fishing, whether scent 
involved.  There are biological concerns expressed by some staff.) 

 
Rhine – new products becoming available that are blurring ODFW definition of bait vs. lure 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 5, No = 8, Undecided = 7 
 
Regarding thoughts on expanding 2 Rod Rule to include flowing waters, no vote conducted.  
Question re: why not allowed for Coho on Siltcoos/Tahkenitch (because quota fishery initially 
set up and calculated using single rods). 
One person complained $17 is too high for a second rod. 
 
Rhine noted several public SW Zone proposals are missing from the packet, these deal with 
harvest of steelhead and have been deferred until the Coastal Multi-Species Conservation and 
Management Plan is complete. 
 
An attendee representing the Oregon Council of Flyfishers expressed strong support for 47S, 
48S, 49S and 50S (SE Zone), as well as support for 36S, 41S and 63P (Central Zone). 
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Salem Angling Regulations Proposals Public Meeting  

May 22, 2012 
ODFW Salem Headquarters 
 
Attendees: 
ODFW staff: David Stewart, Steven Mamoyac,  
OSP Staff:  
Public attendance 3.  
 
Steve Mamoyac, mid Willamette Valley District  
 
• 11-P:  Adair Pond, Bond Butte Pond, Wilsonville Pond, Woodburn Pond; Modified Bass 

Limit; 1 bass per day no size limit, 2 daily limits in possession  
Comments:   
No reproduction with channel catfish, so once they are gone. 
Woodburn pond:  catfish traps have been found. 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Neutral = 1.  
 
• 12P- Adair, Bond Butte, Wilsonville and Woodburn ponds; New Channel Catfish Limits; 

1/day  
Comments:  lots of little stunted bass and bluegill.   
Would rather see reduction down to 2, not 1/day.  Reduction is too great.   
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 1 Maybe = 0.  
 
• 41P - Hartman Pond; Channel catfish limit; 2 fish per day, 2 daily limits in possession no length limit 
Comments. :  Rule should be placed in the Columbia Zone (correction made 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Neutral = 1.  
• 42P - Hartman Pond; Bass limits; 2 bass per day no size limit, 2 daily limits in possession 
Comments: Limit was proposed to be reduced to two bass per day, not 1 (correction made). 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe = 0. 
 
• 9P - Henry Hagg Lake; Crappie Limits; 20 fish limit, no length limit, 2 daily limits in 

possession 
Comments:  Hagg is largest lake close to Portland, can be overfished as popularity of fishery 
increases.  Seeing some people catch up to 60 fish/day. 
 
• 48P - Henry Hagg Lake; Crappie Limits; 10 crappie per day 
Comments: No support  
 
• 53P and 57P - Molalla River; Restore Deadline for adipose fin-clipped Chinook fishing on the 

Molalla River to Horse Creek Bridge 
Comment: None.   1 vote in support, 0 opposed 
 
• 28S - Tualatin River Section 1. From mouth upstream to Hwy 210 Bridge at Schools; Extend 

bait area on the lower Tualatin River to enhance angling for warmwater species 
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Comments. None.   3 votes in support, none opposed.    
 
Statewide Rules 
 
• 1S - Change Free Fishing Weekend Dates  
Comments: Idaho and Washington have their free fishing weekend according to this proposed 
change.  Keeping rule would allow public to take advantage of free fishing in those states as 
well.   Show-of-hands: Yes =3, No = 0  
 
• 2S - Add new definitions for “bobber” and “leader” as part of proposed new anti-snagging 

rules on Trask and Salmon rivers. Comments: Show-of-hands: Yes =3, No = 0  
 
• 3S - Redefine “Snagging” to help enforce anti-snagging regulations. (ODFW/OSP Staff) 
Comments:   Question:  why statewide and not just on Trask and Wilson.  
Show-of-hands: Yes =2, No = 0, Neutral = 1.  
 
• 4S - Redefine definition of “Take”  
Comments: Does this affect bass tournaments?  Fishing for bass on Willamette and hooking 
salmon and steelhead.  Staff – No, this definition change will not impact fishing for bass and 
hooking salmon and steelhead.  Just need to release fish if you don’t have a tag.  Not your target 
species.   
 
• 5S - Adopt new Statewide Anti-Snagging Rules to be applied to individual waterbodies to 

curtail snagging activities 
 Comments:  restrict treble to a certain size but otherwise ok. 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 0, No = 2, Neutral = 1. 
 
• 57S - Reduction in annual sturgeon catch limit. 1 per day, 2 per year  
Comments:  “about time”.  3 votes in support of rule 
 
• 65P - Allow Disabled Anglers Use of Electric Reels 
Comments:  clarification question.  3 in support. 
 
64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas;  
Comments.  None.  1 support and 2 neutral 
 
• Public views of expanding Two-Rod angling to flowing water.  
Comments:  More revenue, same bag limits.  3 in support  
 
• 76P - Year-Long Catch-and-Release Trout Angling on Select Lower Columbia River 

Tributaries.  
Comments: None.  3 votes in support  
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Portland Angling Regulations Proposals Public Meeting  
May 23, 2012 
Clackamas ODFW Office  
 
Attendees: 
ODFW staff: Rhine Messmer, Tom Murtagh, Todd Alsbury, John North, Dave Stewart, Kevin 
Herkamp 
OSP Staff: Trooper Borchers 
Public attendance 3. Bob Judkins, Bill Egan ,Unnamed 1 
 
Todd Alsbury, Lower Willamette Fish District 
 
• 33S - Clackamas River Section 2. River Mill Reservoir up to Casadero Dam; Accurately 

define distance of angling closure below Faraday Powerhouse  
Comments: BE: Clarification of is it being moved 26’ – just clearly defining same line 
BJ: Is it being enforced – yes.   
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 1 

 
• 53P and 57P - Molalla River; Restore Deadline for adipose fin-clipped Chinook fishing on 

the Molalla River to Horse Creek Bridge 
Comments: U: Does this deadline restrict all fish – only steelhead and Chinook 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 1, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 2 

 
• 34S - Salmon River (Sandy Basin); expand trout angling in Salmon River Basin above 

anadromous fish barrier  
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 0 

 
• 41P - Hartman Pond; Channel catfish limit; 2 fish per day, two daily limits in possession no 

length limit 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 1 
 
• 42P - Hartman Pond; Bass limits; 1 bass per day no size limit, 2 daily limits in possession.  
Comments: BE: You want to maintain bass to keep population healthy, not stunted.  It is 
consistent with other local ponds 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 1 
 
• 11P - Adair Pond, Bond Butte Pond, Wilsonville Pond, Woodburn Pond; Modified Bass 

Limit; 1 bass per day no size limit, 2 daily limits in possession 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 0 
 
• 12P- Adair, Bond Butte, Wilsonville and Woodburn ponds; New Channel Catfish Limits; 

1/day  
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 0 
 
Tom Murtagh, West Willamette Fish District 
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• 28S - Tualatin River Section 1. From mouth upstream to Hwy 210 Bridge at Schools; Extend 

bait area on the lower Tualatin River to enhance angling for warmwater species 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 1 
 
• 9P - Henry Hagg Lake; Crappie Limits; 20 fish limit, no length limit, 2 daily limits in 

possession 
• Show-of-hands: Yes = 1, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 0 

 
• 48P - Henry Hagg Lake; Crappie Limits; 10 crappie per day 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 0 
 
Comments on 9P and 48P:  BJ: Can it be negotiated to 15, Rhine responded since both sponsors 
are in room, we can consider. BJ - Probably gets more fishing pressure than others because of 
proximity to Portland.  People are willing to go for 5 trout why not 10 crappie?  He is willing to 
go to 15.  He picked 10 because it fit the small pond limit.  Need to pick a limit and not have it 
wide open. 
BE: If limit is too small people won’t bother to fish, or take as many as they want anyway.  
Needs to be worth the trip.  Need to protect but not over protect. With limited spawning structure 
need to limit the impact while making it worth anglers while. 
U: from a biological standpoint will it work to spread the wealth. Yes most likely.   Which would 
work best 10 or 20? Don’t know not easy to get that number is best reasonable  
 
• 76P - Year-Long Catch-and-Release Trout Angling on Select Lower Columbia River 

Tributaries 
Comments: BJ: clarification this is above falls situation?  Yes above anadromy. 
U: Is this an enforcement issue – OSP not an issue most of time as catch release. John – most is 
also on private lands bike in only and have to work for it. 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 0 
 
John North, Columbia River Zone 
 
• 57S - Reduction in annual sturgeon catch limit. 1 per day, 2 per year   
Comments: BJ: not a sturgeon fisherman but wanted to know if catch and release will still be 
allowed.  John – for now but will see comes out of July interstate meeting. 
BE: still going to allow commercial harvest? John – for now but will see what comes out of July 
interstate meeting. 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 2, No = 0, Maybe/Undecided = 1 
 
Statewide Rules – Rhine Messmer 
 
• 1S - Change Free Fishing Weekend Dates.   
Comment: BE: wouldn’t having Free Fishing weekend on another date than Washington and 
California allow people to take advantage of each event?  
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• 2S - Add new definitions for “bobber” and “leader” as part of proposed new anti-snagging 
rules on Trask and Salmon rivers.   

Comment:  U: What is the current definition? Rhine Its not currently defined. This should help 
clarify to limit snagging.  2 support.  
 
• 3S - Redefine “Snagging” to help enforce anti-snagging regulations. (ODFW/OSP Staff). 3 

support.  
4S - Redefine definition of “Take”. Comment: BE: as long as it doesn’t affect tournaments Rhine 
it’s another set of rules and license is in place.  3 support 
 
• 5S - Adopt new Statewide Anti-Snagging Rules to be applied to individual waterbodies to 

curtail snagging activities.  No comments 
 

• 6S – Possession of fish in the field – Columbia Zone/Statewide Rule 
Comment: BE: is this needed?  OSP yes and not, depends on the location.  Rhine we need 
probably clarify it is for vessels.  

 
• 7S - Modify bait definition to allow use of hook-less “bait” attracters in the Ocean Salmon 

fishery.  Add new definition of “Attractor”.  No comments. 
 

• 6P – New Statewide lure definition – include soft plastic and rubber imitations.   
Comments: BE: Been trying to get in for 30 years. First time most have supported.  Rhine some 
concern has been released about extruded or cut imitations and not the molded rubber/plastic. 
U: What about the number or size of hooks? Rhine it will remain the same as in the current 
regulations. 
Show-of-hands: Yes = 3 
 
• 65P - Allow Disabled Anglers Use of Electric Reels. No comments 
•  
• 64P and 91P – Rack-Your-Rod Rule; Bays and Tidewater areas  
Comments: BE: the charters and guides have been doing this forever. 
 
 
Public views on expanding Two-Rod rule into flowing waters.  
Comments:  
BE: he submitted a similar proposal so you can fish for 2 different species.   If fishing for a 
species ODFW wants to get rid of why not allow more rods.  Will this have to go through the 
legislature? Rhine yes. 
Will you please send out the numbers from the current 2 rod permit to Warm Water Working 
Group (WWG)?  Yes, I will Kevin do send them.  
BJ: Thinks it is somewhat silly if you have a limit why does it matter how many rods you use.  
There is still a maximum. 
 
8:25 Meeting concluded 


