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Addendum to the August 3, 2012 Oregon Sport Fishing Regulation 
Development Packet 

 
Background information on angling regulation development 
 
Angling regulation development and subsequent rule adoption are fundamental actions used by 
Fish and Wildlife Agencies to manage fish populations, associated fisheries, and anglers.  
Oregon Department of Fish Wildlife (ODFW) utilizes a “Public Process” for angling regulation 
development that gives anglers an important role in developing and shaping future angling 
regulations.  During the public process, the public also has expanded opportunities to comment 
on staff and public proposals through local public meetings, and Commission informational and 
rule setting meetings.  This “Public Process” represents an effective outreach opportunity and 
allows incorporation of the public’s views on the social aspects of angling.   
 
August 3rd Commission actions.  
At the August 3, 2012 Commission meeting, the Commission concurred with ODFW staff on the 
classification of A and C proposals and based on staff and public input, reclassified one category 
A proposal (15P, Purple Varnish Clam limit of 72/day) to B for further consideration at the 
September 7th Commission meeting.  The Commission also reclassified eight category B 
proposals to Category A and five Category B proposals as C, based on staff recommendations 
and public input.  Nine Category B proposals retained the B classification.  The commission also 
directed staff to include a late developing public proposal for Lemolo Reservoir into the B 
Category for consideration at the September 7th meeting.  The Category B proposals will be 
considered by the Commission at the September 7th meeting.   
 
Category B Proposals considered at the September 7th Commission meeting.  
• 6P - New Statewide lure definition – include soft plastic and rubber imitations 
• 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 

• 25S - Rogue River (Sections 2 and 3); Redefine new angling boundary at Fisheries Ferry 
Boat Ramp following removal of Gold Ray Dam  

• 61S - Umpqua Basin, increase smallmouth bass limit 
• 139P - Lemolo Reservoir; extended trout season    
• 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   
• 53P and 57P - Molalla River: Restore Deadline for adipose fin-clipped Chinook fishing on 

the Molalla River to Horse Creek Bridge 
• 36S - Crane Prairie Reservoir; Create a selective, quality trout fishery  
• 3P - Wickiup Reservoir; Restore ODFW management for Largemouth Bass at Wickiup 

Reservoir 
• 57S - Reduction in annual sturgeon catch limit. 1 per day, 2 per year 
• 15P - Coastal bays; Increase the daily limit on Purple Varnish clams to first 72 taken  
 

Table 1 below summarizes the current categorization of the 95 staff and public angling 
regulation proposals being considered by the Commission for development of the 2013 Oregon 
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Sport Fishing Regulations.  The categorization reflects the classification of proposals following 
the August 3, 2012 meeting.  All Category C proposals following re-categorization were dropped 
from further consideration and are not included in this addendum.  All Category A proposals 
have been recommended to be carried forward to the September 7, 2012 Commission meeting 
with a recommend to adopt.  Category A proposals are listed in actual rule language as they 
would appear in the 2013 Oregon Sport Fishing Regulations in Attachment 6.  There are no 
summaries of Category A proposals in this addendum.  
 
 
Table 1.  Status of staff and public angling regulation proposals following the August 3, 2012 
Commission meeting.    
 

 
Angling 

Zone 

Category of  
Public Proposals 

Category of  
Staff Proposals 

A B C Total A B W Total 
Statewide 1 1 1 3 6 0 1 7 
Northwest 2 0 0 2 4 0 0 4 
Southwest 2 2 0 4 15 2 0 17 
Willamette 4 1 1 6 9 1 0 10 

Central 0 1 3 4 5 1 0 6 
Northeast 1 0 0 1 3 0 0 3 
Southeast 8 0 0 8 8 0 0 8 
Snake R. 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Columbia R. 2 0 0 2 3 1 0 4 
Marine 2 1 1 4 1 0 0 1 
Totals 22 6 4 34 55 5 1 61 

 
 

Staff Comments and Assessments on Category B Proposals 
 
The following are staff assessments on Category B proposals being considered by the 
Commission at the September 7, 2012 meeting.  Staff assessments address Commission 
comments and concerns over the Category B proposals as well as some of the public comments 
made at the August 3rd Commission meeting.  Summaries on public proposals also include 
information on staff assessments completed as part of the proposal review for consistency with 
proposal development criteria.  Page numbers where the proposed rule language is located in 
Attachment 6 have been included to facilitate cross-referencing.   Staff presentations at the 
September 7th Commission meeting will focus on Commission and public comments from the 
August 3rd meeting, as well as modified proposals developed since August 3rd.  
 
 
Statewide:  
Page 5; 6P - New Statewide lure definition – Molded soft plastic or rubber imitation 
worms, eggs, or other imitations are also considered lures.  Staff recommends to Adopt.   
Public proposal 6P is intended to increase angling opportunity for catching a greater variety of 
fish where bait is restricted and resolve angler confusion related to classification of some of the 
newer angling products out on the market (hybrid lures and “rubber flies”).  The sponsor states 
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that the definition of what is a lure has been argued in Oregon for over 30 years and that some of 
the definitions do not seem to fit or are not currently realistic.  Stating that “new plastics have 
replaced old rubber and are obviously not bait while hand tied flies appear to be able to pinch 
you or fly away”.  The sponsor also references other states that have rules similar to that being 
proposed for definitions of lures and bait.   
 
A staff review of the definitions of a “lure” and “bait” in other states indicates that the proposed 
definition is similar to several other states (Idaho and Montana) which also allow scent to be 
used on artificial flies and lures.  Other states (Washington, Utah, and Wyoming – which 
prohibits chemical scents) prohibit use of scent on flies and lures.  Conservation concerns stated 
in staff reviews include potential increase in angling mortality rate for species such as trout, 
salmon, and steelhead juveniles.  Literature reviews conducted by staff indicate that soft-plastic 
and rubber imitations, espically those which are scented, can cause higher hooking mortality 
than standard artificial flies and lures due to deeper ingestion of these types of baits.   
 
Areas where rule would be beneficial include many of the lower reaches of coastal and 
Willamette Valley streams where non-native fish are present, but angling is restricted to artificial 
flies and lures.  Shad fisheries on the mid-Coast streams are specific fisheries where in the past 
the public has expressed interest to allow use of soft-plastic and rubber imitations.  Mid-Coast 
staff supports the definition change stating that in regards to Mid Coast fisheries, the change in 
definition of soft plastics and rubber imitation from “bait” to “lure” likely will not cause any 
negative impacts to the fisheries.  Staff in other areas of the state did state concerns with 
allowing soft-plastics and rubber imitations, but in many of these areas angling pressure is light 
and the percentage of anglers expected to use these soft-plastics is expected to be minimal.   
 
In summary, staff reviews indicate that a change in the “lure” definition (and associated “bait” 
definition) is acceptable.  There would be little additional impact to non-target fish species when 
you take into consideration the variety of alternatives already legal to use, angler effort in areas 
of concern, and the percentage of anglers using soft-plastics in sensitive areas.  There are an 
increasing number of lures and jigs that incorporated some sort of soft plastic components 
(“hybrid” lures) that may not be obvious to the angler using the lure that they are actually 
classified as “bait” in Oregon.  These “hybrid” lures would not likely increase hooking mortality 
significantly since they are actively fished, therefore less opportunity for the fish to swallow or 
ingest the lure.  The lure size would also prevent hooking and ingestion by smaller juvenile 
salmonids.  Currently, it is also inconsistent that rules state that scented plastic grubs are “bait” 
but that the various scents on the market can be freely applied to artificial flies and lures and not 
violate current regulations for artificial flies and lure restrictions.  There is essentially no 
difference between a jig with a scented plastic grub and a hair or feather jig soaked in scent. 
 
 
Southwest Zone:  
Page 13, 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.  Staff recommends to Adopt. 
There currently is no angling deadline on the Chetco River.   The deadline would protect actively 
spawning Chinook in the reach upstream from Nook Creek.  The primary upstream access point 
for Chinook angling is at the confluence of the South Fork (RM 18).  The proposal would impact 
Chinook angling on four miles of the eight mile long upper drift. 
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Public comment received on the proposal was twelve against three in favor, and one undecided.  
Rationale provided against the proposal included the unnecessary loss of several miles of prime 
fishing in a scenic area, additional crowding on the lower river, adversely affect guide, shuttle, 
and lodge businesses, and the deadline is unnecessary because there is a defacto deadline at low 
water bridge (RM 19).  Rationale provided for the proposal included protecting wild Chinook 
spawning in the upper mainstem, deadline is similar to salmon fishing deadlines on the majority 
of Oregon salmon streams, would direct effort to the lower river where hatchery-produced 
Chinook are more available for harvest, and steelhead angling would be unaffected by the 
proposed rule. 
 
The primary impact of the proposed deadline is the loss of fall Chinook angling opportunity on 
four miles of the upper Chetco River.  This is of particular concern to some guide businesses that 
hold USFS permits for operating on the upper drift.  Adoption of the deadline proposal is 
unlikely to reduce angling effort, angling effort will likely shift downstream, which is consistent 
with the draft Rogue SMU fall Chinook conservation plan strategy to increase the harvest rate on 
hatchery-produced fall Chinook by increasing angler effort in the lower river.  Adoption of a 
deadline would also provide consistency with fall Chinook management of other south coast 
populations (salmon angling deadlines are in effect in the six other coastal populations where 
salmon fishing is allowed).  The proposed deadline would protect actively spawning fall 
Chinook in a primary spawning area, where up to 40% of the wild population spawns.  However, 
the deadline would provide a conservation benefit only on years of low abundance (on average 
15% of the return years).   
 
 
Page 17, 25S - Rogue River (Sections 2 and 3): Redefine new angling boundary at Fisheries 
Ferry Boat Ramp following removal of Gold Ray Dam.  Staff recommends to Adopt.   
This proposal would relocate the boundary between sections 2 and 3 of the Rogue River in the 
fishing regulations from the “Gold Ray damsite” to the “Fishers Ferry Boat Ramp”.  Gold Ray 
Dam has been the boundary between sections 2 and 3 of the Rogue River; however, the dam was 
removed in 2010 and the regulations were changed to the “Gold Ray damsite”.  All that remains 
of the dam is a concrete wing wall on the south side of the Rogue River.  This feature is not 
easily identifiable and is not visible from the public road.  Plus, references to Gold Ray Dam will 
likely be removed, over time, from maps and other documents.  These factors will make it 
difficult for anglers not familiar with the structure to locate it; thus, determine which set of 
regulations apply to the location they wish to fish.  Moving the boundary downstream, less than 
one mile, to the Fishers Ferry Boat Ramp would make it easier for anglers to locate the boundary 
both on the ground and on maps; thus, reduce confusion about the fishing regulations.  Moving 
the boundary would also reduce confusion and enhance enforcement of the fishing regulations by 
placing the regulation boundary at the end of a popular float, rather than in the middle. 
 
The only negative aspect of this proposal is that it would apply the more restrictive regulations of 
section 3 to the short stretch of the river between the damsite and the boat ramp:  The Chinook 
salmon season would close on August 31st rather than September 30th and gear restrictions would 
apply from September 1st through December 31st.  ODFW did not receive a lot of public 
comment on this issue; however, a poll at the public hearing held in Central Point yielded two 
people in favor of the proposal, seven opposed, and one neutral; and an email ODFW sent to 
homeowners on the affected reach yielded three comments from anglers that were opposed to 
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loosing the opportunity to fish Chinook salmon adjacent to their homes during September.  One 
hundred and twenty-five miles of the Rogue River below the Fishers Ferry Boat Ramp would 
remain open to Chinook salmon angling during September, but would be less convenient to these 
anglers. 
 
ODFW feels the benefit of making the fishing regulations easier to understand and enforce for 
the majority of anglers justify the proposed change even though it does take away a valued 
fishing opportunity for a relatively small group of anglers.  If the regulation boundary is not 
relocated, ODFW could work with the property owner at the Gold Ray damsite to place signs to 
enhance on-site location of the boundary. 
 
 
Page 18, 61P - Raise smallmouth bass limit in Umpqua Basin to 15 per day to increase 
harvest opportunity. Staff recommends to Adopt.  
This proposal would increase the current smallmouth bass limit in the Umpqua Basin from ten 
per day to fifteen per day. The goal would be to increase harvest opportunity. There is increasing 
concern that smallmouth bass, which are not native to the Umpqua, may be impacting native fish 
populations. While wild salmonid and steelhead have been stable to increasing in the basin there 
have been decreases in lamprey, cutthroat, Umpqua pikeminnow, and Umpqua chub.  The 
ODFW recognizes that smallmouth bass are a game species and provide a popular fishery on the 
Umpqua. The ODFW also recognizes that currently few people retain their limit of smallmouth 
bass.  However, this proposed increase will provide the opportunity for higher daily limits for 
those who wish to retain additional bass.  This proposal is also consistent with the Native Fish 
Conservation Policy’s goal of protecting native ecological communities.  The ODFW can take 
additional steps to inform the public of smallmouth bass angling opportunities in the Umpqua 
basin to increase angler interest and participation.   
 
 
Page 16, 139P - Lemolo Reservoir, extended trout season. Staff recommends to Adopt.  
This proposal was introduced by Mr. Scott Lamb, owner of Lemolo Resort at the August 3rd 
Commission Meeting.  The current angling season at Lemolo is from late April – October 31st, 
five trout per day.  This proposal would extend the season by adding Nov. 1st – Dec. 31st to the 
current season; and opening April 1st.  The extended season would be catch-and-release for 
brown trout, and five per day for other trout.  Mr. Lamb noted that if Diamond Lake year-round 
angling proposal was adopted, Lemolo Reservoir would be the only water body in Douglas 
County that was not open to year-round angling.  The proposed season is not year-round because 
it recognizes access difficulties during the winter.  The proposed season protects brown trout 
from harvest during the extended season, while still allowing harvest of rainbow and Kokanee.   
 
 
Willamette Zone:  
Page 22, 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.  
Staff recommend to Adopt.  
The objective of this staff proposal is to create a production area for native rainbow trout in the 
lower McKenzie River that will maintain this population ad infinitum. This section of the river 
has excellent potential for production of large rainbow trout for non-consumptive angler use. The 
area from Bellinger Boat Landing downstream to Hayden Bridge has not been stocked since the 
early 1990’s and the area from Hendricks Bridge downstream to Bellinger Boat Landing has not 
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been stocked since 2009.  Restricting the use of bait is consistent with the other wild trout 
production areas of the McKenzie River as well as the rest of the State.   
 
At the August 3rd Commission meeting members of the public and Springfield City Council 
representative expressed opposition to the staff proposal to reduce bait in this section of the 
McKenzie, and also to the discontinuation of stocking of legal rainbow trout in this area.  The 
public concerns focus on loss of angling opportunity for many anglers currently utilizing this 
area of the river who are bait fishing for trout, espically younger less-experienced anglers.  The 
Commission asked staff to review their data to see if there have been any assessments of angling 
pressure in this section of river, and who was using the river.  The Commission was concerned 
with any loss of angling opportunity.  The majority of public comment on this proposal was in 
favor of the staff proposal, and support for increased conservation on wild trout in this reach of 
the McKenzie.   
 
Staff assessments of the impacts to anglers in the area in consideration will be compiled and 
presented at the September 7th meeting in Hermiston.  Preliminary assessments indicate that 
there is little information on angler use for this specific reach of the McKenzie River.  
 
 
Page 25, 53P/57P - Molalla River: Restore Deadline for adipose fin-clipped Chinook fishing 
on the Molalla River to Horse Creek Bridge.  Staff recommends Rejecting, but to adopt an 
alternative angling deadline that is intermediate between the current and proposed 
deadline.   
Both public proposals point to the loss of substantial angling opportunity for spring Chinook 
salmon due to the large amount of holding water located in this reach.  They also point to limited 
bank angling access in the lower/middle reach of the river downstream of Pine Creek making it 
challenging for bank anglers to access hatchery spring Chinook salmon that hold in deep pools in 
the reach between Pine Creek Bridge and Horse Creek Bridge.  
 
Opponents of the proposal point to the challenge enforcing angling regulations in the reach due 
to it being remote and relatively far away from any road access. They are also concerned due to 
the large amount of mainstem spawning that occurs with winter steelhead in the reach and 
concern with anglers potentially targeting fish that are vulnerable to impacts from anglers. 
 
A potential compromise would be to make Turner Bridge, which is located roughly half way 
between Pine Creek and Horse Creek bridge, the new angling deadline as it would increase 
angling opportunity for people targeting hatchery spring Chinook salmon but continue to provide 
protection from angling for winter steelhead that may be spawning in this reach during 
winter/spring months.  Maintaining a deadline downstream of Horse Creek Bridge will also be a 
more conservative approach if recovery plan actions are implemented in the future which could 
include a supplementation or reintroduction program for wild spring Chinook.  
 
 
Central Zone:  
36S Crane Prairie Reservoir - Staff Recommend Adopt with recommended changes.  The 
element of the proposal changing the bag limit from one rainbow trout over twenty inches to one 
over sixteen inches is recommended to move forward.   The component requiring the release of 
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all non-fin clipped rainbow is recommended to be removed.  The resulting regulation proposal 
would be: 
 
• Proposed  Rule:  
• The 5 trout daily limit may include only 1 non-fin-clipped rainbow trout and only 1 rainbow 

trout over [20] 16 inches in length.  
 

Staff recommended modifying the Crane Prairie regulation during the 2008 cycle from harvest of 
one rainbow trout over sixteen inches to one over twenty inches.  The rationale was to increase 
harvest of hatchery fish and reduce the impact of hatchery Cranebow stock on the native redband 
population.  This was necessary to gain compliance with the Native Fish Conservation Policy. 
Commensurate with the change in harvest limits the District was directed to discontinue the 
Cranebow stocking program until they could be effectively sterilized.  This resulted in 
resurrecting the stocking of Oak Springs rainbow (Lot 53).  Subsequent results from monitoring 
coupled with angler reports indicate the current hatchery stock is not performing satisfactorily in 
Crane Prairie.  Survival is reduced through competitive interactions with the multitude of 
introduced fish species present in Crane Prairie.  This limits the number of fish available to 
anglers and puts an undue burden on the wild redband population to support the fishery.  It is 
likely even with the future use of triploid Cranebows that Crane Prairie Reservoir will have the 
ability to generate a high yield fishery as in past years prior to the fish introductions.  However, 
once rainbow trout reach sufficient size to free themselves from competition with other species 
they have the ability to grow large and provide a quality fishery.  It is the intent of the current 
proposal to shift the focus of the fishery to take advantage of this characteristic and manage 
Crane Prairie consistent with the Featured Species Management alternative as directed in the 
Upper Deschutes Subbasin Plan.  A stated objective in the Plan is to provide a consumptive and 
non consumptive fishery for larger than average size natural and hatchery produced rainbow 
trout.  The return to a regulation limiting harvest to one fish over sixteen inches will serve to 
retain more quality size trout in the reservoir and improve the fishery. 
 
District staff have reevaluated the element of the Proposal 36S which would shift the fishery 
from retention of one non fin-clipped rainbow trout to catch-and-release of all non fin-clipped 
rainbow trout.  Based on recent redd surveys conducted in the upper Deschutes River where 
adfluvial Crane Prairie Reservoir redband trout spawn, staff are confident this population is 
strong enough to sustain a limited harvest.  This also serves to maintain modest harvest 
opportunity during this period in which a significant percentage of trout in the reservoir are 
naturally produced.  Furthermore, it maintains the ability to harvest a non fin-clipped fish which 
may be mortally injured.  This is important with the retention of all gear types, including bait, in 
Crane Prairie. 
 
Public testimony received in the May meeting was largely in favor of the proposal.  The most 
outspoken opposition was from the resort owner who felt regulations on Crane Prairie have 
changed too frequently which confuses anglers. He also stated the regulation would 
unnecessarily restrict harvest and have negative economic impacts on the resort. 
 
 
3P Wickiup Reservoir Largemouth Bass - Staff Recommend Adopt. 
District staff does not support management of species which have been illegally introduced.  In 
the case of largemouth bass in Wickiup Reservoir the likely source of introduction was 
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entrainment from upstream Crane Prairie Reservoir in the mid 1990s.  This coincided with 
formulation and adoption of the Upper Deschutes River Subbasin Plan in 1996.  During 
development of the plan, including the public comment period, there was not sufficient 
information to make management recommendations regarding bass.  Thus, future management 
direction was not provided for.  The default regulation for largemouth bass in Wickiup Reservoir 
at this time was the Statewide regulation.  In 2002, citing a direction to avoid management of 
species illegally introduced, the Commission adopted District staff’s recommendation to remove 
bag limits on warmwater species in Wickiup.  
 
Limited monitoring and information suggest that density of largemouth bass in Wickiup 
Reservoir is constrained by the variability in water levels in the reservoir.  This results in good 
growth and a modest population of larger than average bass.  This also appears to limit the 
impacts of bass on the salmonid fisheries in the reservoir. These fisheries are largely targeted at 
brown trout and Kokanee, non native species which have been introduced for recreational 
fisheries benefits.  Based on recent tournament reports, with respect to average size and catch 
rate of largemouth bass, Wickiup Reservoir is among the top six tournament lakes in the state. 
This suggests that under present regulations, angler harvest has not been intense enough to 
reduce the quality nature of the population.  However, given the lack of protection under the 
current regulation, if angler harvest increases in the future and/or water conditions are bad in 
successive years, the trophy component of the bass fishery could be dramatically impacted. 
 
Public testimony received regarding the proposal reflected the opposing paradigms regarding 
warmwater fish management in general.  Proponents were supportive of the proposal citing the 
need to protect and enhance the quality nature of the bass fishery and to establish consistency 
with statewide bass regulations.  Opponents stated Wickiup Reservoir should be managed 
exclusively as a salmonid fishery and no protection should be afforded to bass which were 
illegally introduced either directly or indirectly.  Available information indicates there will be 
negligible biological impacts resulting from the proposal and this is clearly a social proposal. 
The proposal will have real and/or perceived benefits for the warmwater angling community and 
minimal direct impact to those in opposition.  There will be minimal additional costs to 
implement bass management at Crane Prairie Reservoir.  Currently, the Eastern Oregon 
Warmwater Game Fish Managements Program, implemented through a Sports Fish Restoration 
Grant, will be able to initiate bass monitoring by incorporating Crane Prairie Reservoir into the 
annual warmwater sampling program.  Additionally, volunteers are often used to supplement 
staff efforts to monitor warmwater fish populations and fisheries.  Therefore, staff recommends 
adoption of Proposal 3P. 
 
 
Columbia River Zone:  
Page 39, 57S - Reduction in annual sturgeon catch limit. 1 per day, 2 per year.  Staff 
Recommendation to Adopt.  This proposal was developed by staff in order to distribute the 
allowable white sturgeon harvest among as many anglers as possible given recent reductions in 
harvest guidelines resulting from declining population estimates.  The proposal was based on 
initial public input recommending a reduced annual bag limit for sturgeon was appropriate since 
five fish was more than an individual needs each year.  Catch record data indicates about 14% of 
sturgeon harvest is being taken by anglers retaining three to five fish per year so under this 
proposal those fish would be available to other anglers.  Because the savings associated with 
dropping the annual bag from five to two fish is fairly modest, this proposal is not expected to 
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significantly lengthen retention seasons but it could have some affect.  For instance, in the lower 
Willamette River where the 2011 sturgeon retention season was only two days long, a two fish 
annual bag would have no effect on season length.  In the mainstem Columbia (both above and 
below Wauna Powerlines), the retention season is longer; therefore anglers have a chance to 
harvest more than two fish so a reduced annual bag may allow for a slightly longer retention 
fishery.   
 
In the Oregon statewide regulation review meetings held in April/May, support for this proposal 
was mixed with six votes supporting the proposal and fourteen votes in opposition.  As part of 
the Joint State Accord process, ODFW/WDFW conducted three public meetings (Portland, 
Longview, and Astoria) in July regarding white sturgeon management with 57 people attending.  
The concept of a reduced annual bag was discussed at these meetings.  For these three meetings, 
the combined vote was 21 people supporting no change to the current annual bag limit (5 fish) 
and 25 in favor of a change (primarily supporting a reduction to 1-2 fish/year or no retention).  
WDFW conducted three additional meetings in Washington (Mill Creek, Raymond, and 
Montesano) to gather input from coastal and Puget Sound anglers with 35 people attending.  
Results from these meetings were sixteen votes for no change and thirteen votes supporting a 
reduced annual bag limit. 
 
For the Columbia River where it forms the border between Oregon and Washington, the states 
try to maintain concurrent rules whenever possible to facilitate enforcement and avoid confusion.  
WDFW currently has a five sturgeon annual limit so this proposal could result in different annual 
bag limits between the two states unless WDFW adopts an emergency rule effective January 1, 
2013 to match the ODFW process.  The issue of concurrent rules was also addressed at the Joint 
State meetings with 81 votes in support and three votes disagreeing with the need for concurrent 
rules for the Columbia River. 
 
Marine Zone:  
Page 43, 15P Increase the Daily Limit for Purple Varnish Clams to 72/day.  Staff 
recommend to Adopt.  
Staff Comments: (Steve Rumrill, Shellfish Program Leader; Mitch Vance, Shellfish Project 
Leader).  The Marine Zone public proposal 15P seeks authority from the Commission to increase 
the daily recreational catch limit for Purple Varnish Clams from the current value of 36 
taken/day to a new value of 72 taken/day.  This proposal was originally submitted to the 
Commission as a category A proposal and then was reclassified to category B (further 
consideration) during the meeting on August 3, 2012. During the meeting on August 3, 2012, 
Commissioners wanted to know why ODFW would have a limit on Purple Varnish Clams since 
they are an invasive species. 
 
Rationale for Increased Daily Catch Limit:  The Purple Varnish Clam is a non-native species that 
has become established in several Oregon bays and estuaries over the last decade.  In some 
locations (i.e., Siletz Bay, Alsea Bay) Purple Varnish Clams have become abundant in patchy 
populations in the mid and upper intertidal zones.  The high density of these non-native clams at 
specific sites in the tide flats presents an opportunity for increased harvest levels by recreational 
clammers.  However, staff members from the ODFW Shellfish Program are concerned about the 
potential for disturbance and destruction of intertidal habitat for other popular bay clams (i.e., 
cockle, gaper, butter, littleneck clams) that will likely result from the increased effort put into 
searching and digging for the Purple Varnish Clams.  ODFW staff believe that a prudent strategy 
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at this time will be to increase the daily catch limit to 72 taken/day coupled with efforts to 
increase public awareness, monitoring of clammer harvest activities, and observations of the 
level of disturbance to tide flat habitats. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Restore Marine Zone proposal 15P (Increase daily recreational catch 
limit for Purple Varnish Clams to 72 taken/day) as a category A proposal.  
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