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BIG GAME
EGULATIONS

- Response Form

Oregon Hunters

This response sheet will assist you or your organization in responding to the
big game season proposals. - -

" Response sheets received from local meetings and the mail will be summarized
-for the Commission and considered along with public testimony prior to setting
the big game regulations. S o . c

In order to be included in the Commission SUMINAry, your response, must be
 ‘recefved one week prior to the meeting at which the regulations are adopted.
That date will be publicized in the newspapers and can be obtained from

Department offices.

Larry Carpenter
62962 Pruftdale Ln.
La Grande, OR 97850

OREGON DEPT. OF FISH

3406 CHERRY AVE. NE R
SALEM, OR 97303 H
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BIG GAME
HUNTING REGULATIONS

- Response Form

Oregon Hunters

This response sheet will assist you or your organization in responding to the
big game season proposals. '

Response sheets received from local meetings and the mail will be suwramarized
-for the Commiission and considered along with public testimony prior to setting
the big game regulations. S B . oo :

In order to be included in the Commission SUINMATY, YOUr response must be
Tecetved one week prior to the meeting at which the regulations are adopted.
‘That date will be publicized in thie newspapers and can be obtained fromr
Departizent offices.
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' BIG GAME
HUNTING REGULATIONS

- Response Form

Oregon Hunters:

This response sheet will assist you or your organdzation In responding to the
big game season proposals. | '

" Response sheets received from local meetings and the malil will be surnmarized
for the Commission and considered along with public testimony prior to setting
the big game regulatons. S . S :

In order to be included {n the Commission summary, yeur response must be
‘recetved one week prior to the meeting at which the regulations are adopted.
‘That date will be publicized in the newspapers and can be obtained from '
Department offices. -
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Send to: Thomas Thornton
ODFW
3406 Cherry StNE
Salem, OR 97303
Thomas.L. Thornton@state.or.us
(503) 947-6117 fax

PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET

2013-14 Hunting Regulation Proposals
We invite you to comment on issues related to the 2013-14 Hunting Regulation Proposals in
Oregon. ODFW will review all the comments and incorporate them into the hunting regulations
process. - -

NAME: fﬁfzﬁ :éﬂ‘“}%ﬂ
ADDRESS: /3773 Jootsen O
fi*}ixk}ﬁfﬁ Cg}f{i ,‘:;’ j%é‘

PHONE: _£%-$55-1¢53
EMAIL: _cAristj40 £ catysy am

i

Comments must be received by May 21, 2013. The proposed hunting seasons for big game
are important to the citizens of Oregon and your input is a valuable part of this process. This
1s your opportunity to make your views known.

Comments:
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Folders Robert (rcgerding@hotmail.com) 5/0 Actions
To: Robert

Inbox

Junk
To Whom H May Concern:

Drafts

Sent | My concern as it has been for many years (I've written on
this subject to ODFW many time before) is the extended

Deleted 13

hiackiail season in the Willamette Unit. My ranch is in this
New folder unit and I've lived here all my life. The blacktait herd is in
terribfe shape in this unit with low deer numbers, predation,
_ . and disease issues and ODFW insists on listening to
QU‘Ck VIEWS corporate interests at the expense of the public's deer herd.
! The extended season is ridiculous with these fow deer

Documents
numbers. The season sheuld run just as the rest of the
Flagged blacktail seasons and give the deer a break! ‘
Phiotos |
Bob Gerding

Shipping updates
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Mr. Robert Gerding
32322 Gerding Ln.
Philomath, OR 97370
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Thomas Thornton

From: : Michelle Tate

Sent: : Friday, May 10, 2013 12:26 PM
To: Thomas Thornton; Don Whittaker
Cc: Roxann B Borisch
Subject: FW: Future of archery hunting in Oregon

Patrick Fenner
y..hmq.,.n.u.,.WA,_..‘..\..,..“......,...m.nw.. it e e g b e fd AR G, 2 s g ) w1 e w s e b d e (418 R SR Lme S L R Kia math Fal!s" OR
From: Patrick Fenner [mailto; patrick @fireserve.net] ' patrick@fireserve.net
Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2013 10:12 AM (541) 331-4611

To: odfw.commission@state.or,us
Subject: Future of archery hunting in Oregon

Dear commissicn members,

Thank you in advance for taking the time to read this e-mail concerning the future of bow hunting in Oregon. | think
everyone sees that change is coming and | would like to add my two cents on the subject. I’'m not a credentialed expert
by any means but I've been an avid bowhunter in Oregon for nearly 20 years and I've watched as this wonderful
opportunity and passion has turned into chaos and “silly season.”

8ut first, | want to mention that | attended the local big game meeting put on by ODFW in Klamath Falls last night and |
was impressed. This is the first time | have attended and | have to say that the three staff members and OSP officer were
courteous, knowledgeable and put on an excellent meeting. In particular, Tom McCollum (sp?), the lead district
biologist, was exceptional in his presentation and in his approachability. | made a point to thank him after the event
because these guys did a great job. They were faced with members of the public basically shouting at them, questioning
their judgment, and demanding pie-in-the-sky solutions that were clearly out of their hands. They handled it all very
professionally and should be commended for the work that they are doing. And they still managed to be very
informative and | left knowing much more than | anticipated.

Anyway, one topic that was briefly mentioned was the ongoing concerns about archery hunting trends in the state.
Several possible solutions were discussed and staff asked for input from the public. I voiced my support for several of
these proposals and several of the hypotheticals that were voiced. In particular, | wanted to write to you and voice my
support for making LE archery tags {like Ochoco, Chesnimnus, Mt. Emily) a hunter’s only hunting opportunity. |
personally try to get the Ochoco LE elk tag for a bow every year and this would limit my personal hunting opportunities
(no more general season archery in addition) but in the big picture this is a fair trade. General season archery elk has
gone from an excellent hunting opportunity to overcrowded units, stressed out animals, and a diminished experience for
most bowhunters. This move would be an excellent first step to addressing SOME of this.

In the much bigger picture, I, and many other bowhunters | talk to, would love to see all of Eastern Oregon’s archery elk
hunting go to a limited entry system. There are several ways to achieve this but as the assistant biologist at last night’s
meeting told me, “It's coming.” The suggestion that |'ve heard a few times that | think is the best solution is that archery
elk hunting go to a zone system with set tag numbers. In this scenario, the state is broken up into elk zones (Northeast,
Northwest, High Desert, Blue Mountains, Southwest, etc.). Each zone would have a set number of tags and archery
hunters would apply for their preferred zone, you get first, second, third choice, etc. This would also allow the agency to
cap the number of out-of-stat hunters during general archery season at 5%. Anecdotal observation tells me this is a big
part of the problem. All of this wouid mean no more statewide archery eik hunting, pick your region and go. OTC archery
hunting has been a great perk in the past for bowhunters like myself, but we are ruining this through sheer numbers and
shooting ourselves out of this opportunity. ‘

Thank you again for taking the time to consider my e-mail and giving me the opportunity to voice my opinion,

-

1



Roxann B Boriéch

Subject: Economic consequences of declining deer and elk poputations
Attachments: Economic consequences of declining deer and elk populations in Oregon.doc

From: Michael J Morris [mailte:mimorris50@comeast. net]

Sent: Friday, June 07, 2013 8:30 PM

To: 'Michael J Morris'

Subject: Economic consequences of declining deer and elk populations

Greetings:

Attached please find Part 1 of a three part report | am putting together on the current state of deer and elk populations
in Oregon, and the economic consequences of the decline of those populations over the past 40 years.

Part 1 is a statistical analysis of the data collected and published by the Oregon Dept of Fish and Wildlife from 1961
through 2011, then projections going forward to 2051. Part 2 will deal with the various causes of the declines in those
populations, and the historical record and research that supports the conclusions | reach regarding those causes. |
expect to send out Part 2 around August 1, 2013. . Finally, Part 3 will be a series of Pilot projects | am proposing to test
some different ways of managing these wildlife populations with the specific goal of increasing those populations, both
in the short term and long term. Part 3 will be sent out by Sept 1, 2013,

My goal in putting inrthe long hours required to build this report is to shine the bright light of publicity on the failure of
our state and federal agencies to meet their statutory responsibilities when it comes to these populations and the

“ habitat they live in. In addition, t hope to build political support for the proposed Pilot projects, most of which have
been previously rejected by those same agencies.

Everyone receiving this information has my permission to distribute it as widely as possible, with or without attribution.
It is not copyrighted, or protected in any way. Feel free to distribute part or all of this information as you see fit. I am
available to discuss this report, or meet with interested parties in person at any time, within the limits of my schedule.
Please feel free to call or email me with questions, comments, complaints or anything relevant you believe would add to
the discussion.

There can really be no debate that the current policies being implemented hy Federal and State agencies have been a
total failure in maintaining and enhancing the economic and social benefits of healthy populations of deer and elk in
Oregon. What is not yet decided is how we react to those failures, and what we are willing to do to reverse the decades
long slide in these populations. '

It is my sincere hope that this report, and the ones to follow, will spawn the type of discussion, debate and action that
has been sorely missing for many years. Hopefully, the various user groups, organizations, political entities and
individual citizens can focus on the big picture problem we face, and start to work together to find solutions.

Respectfully submitted,

Mike Morris

Private Citizen

230 Ne 5™ St

Bend, Oregon 97701
503-317-7576
mimorrisS0@comcast.net




OREGON
* BOW HUNTERS, INC.
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@& June 11, 2013

) Commissioner Bob Webber
%  P.O.Box 257
$6&2  port Orford, OR 97465

RE: Consistency Question
Dear Commission Webber:

At the Fish and Wildlife Commission meeting last Friday, you indicated that OBH seemed inconsistent
in our positions about the Commission’s ability to hold the line on issues dealing with legalization of
crossbows and legalization of lighted nocks. | replied, “we are.” Unfortunately, | was somewhat
taken aback by the question and couldn't think fast enough at the time to explain the reasons for the
inconsistency. P'd like to do that now.

& Basically, the reason for OBH's inconsistency on the matter of crossbows and lighted nocks is due to
. @%ﬁ@g two separate, but obviously very related concerns. They are:

1. OBH is concerned is that opening the door to leglallization of crossbows in archery season could
destroy bowhunting in Oregon as we know it today. We do not believe that legalization of lighted

. @2&? nocks has anywhere near the same potential for substantially changing the bowhunting
@@% “landscape” that legalization of crossbows has! Even though Traditional Archers of Oregon
& (TAQ) clearly disagrees with OBH on the matter of legalizing lighted nocks, | believe they would
agree that crossbows are a much greater threat to bowhunting in Oregon than lighted nocks
oS8 could ever be.
80 €
@mé 2. In state after state across the U.S., use of crossbows in archery season by disabled hunters has
been the “toe in the door’ crossbow manufacturers have used to expand the opening of archery
season to more and more crosshow hunters. Sometimes this happens within only a few years
% and sometimes it requires a considerable span of years, but it is almost inevitable because the
@@%@ pressure to expand crosshow use in archery seasons is immense and unrelenting. If crossbows
& are allowed to be used by disabled hunters in archery season, you will see a level of pressure
from manufacturers to expand crossbow use that will be many levels of magnitude greater than
%fﬁj? any pressure you'd ever see as a result of legalizing lighted nocks.
%2? Legalizing crossbows in archery season is a paradigm shift while lighted nocks are only accessories!
There is just no basis of similarity between the crossbow — a totally new weapon in Oregon giving the
" shooter a clear “before the shot advantage” and with proven capability to reduce deer herds — and
@@g lighted nocks which only aid the archer with arrow and game recovery once a shot is taken. The

61535 So Highway 97
Suite 9-307
Bend, Oregon 97702
www.oregonbowhuniers.com

Design by: Kelty's Studlo-Sunsen Produciions.



extreme level of pressure we know from the experience in cther states to expect from crossbow manufacturers

and its probable dramatic adverse conseguences to the recreational opportunity provided by Oregen's archery
seasons are what causes OBH to take different positions on the advisability

of the Commission legalizing two (2)
markedly different types of equipment.

Now, if | may, | would pose a question for you to consider. In your mesting last Friday, you heard Director Elicker
describe the push he’s received from Bowtech regarding crossbows. Do you honestly believe that Bowtech (or
any other crossbow manufacturer) is going to be satisfied with their market share of the 10 or 20 crossbows it's
been suggested might be authorized for use in archery season if the staff proposal is approved? ‘

As | said last week. OBH urges you to reject the staff proposal to open archery season to use of the crossbow by
disabled hunters.

Sincerely,

(S

Craig Starr

2™ \/p Bowhunting and Legislation

Cc: Chair Levy
Commission Members
Director Roy Elickar
Ron Anglin

Lebanon, OR 97355
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Roxann B Borisch

Subject: Crossbow Rules

From: bill douglas [mailto: reszZbsx@frontier.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 03, 2013 11:18 AM

To: odfw.commission@state.or.us

Subject: ODF&W crossbow rules

Dear Mr. Webber, | am a disabled hunter living in Gold Beach, OR. | have been provided an ODF&W disahled hunters
permit. In my application my medical Dr. noted that because | do not have the end of my thumb nor an index finger on
my dominate hand, a crosshow would be appropriate for me to use for hunting. This as opposed to a standard archery
set-up.

Please help support the use of crossbows for disabled hunters. As a senior citizen and being disabled, it would mean a
lot to me and | would suppose others like me.

Respectfully, William Douglas, Gold Beach, OR.



Roxann B Borisch

Subject: Crossbows in Oregon

----- Original Message--——

From: Steve [mailtoc.eaglecapsda@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, July 13, 2013 10:49 AM

To: ODFW Commission

Subject: Crossbows in Oregon

Sirs:

Concerning legalizing crossbows in Oregon: No, not in archery season. This weapon is more akin to
a rifle than a bow.

A telescopic sight, the ability to use a rest, and being cocked and ready all the time makes the
crossbow as deadly as a rifle. This weapon would greatly increase the harvest during archery
season. The end result would force draw only hunts for archers as it is now for rifles. ODFW should
not be in the business of DECREASING HUNTING OPPORTUNITIES, which is what would happen
due to the increased harvest. '

Crossbows belong in rifle season, not archery.
Steve Gaddis

5335 Rice Creek Rd
Winston, OR 97496



Roxann B Borisch

From: Michelie Tate

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 1:40 PM
To: Roxann B Borisch

Subject: FW: Archery

From: Daniel Goodwin [mailto:daniel.goodwin44@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 9:58 PM

To: OCDFW Info

Subject: Re: Archery

why not. Is the camera going to help us kill the animal? what is the reasoning behind this?

From: ODFW Info <pdfw info@state or us>

To: Daniel Goodwin <daniel. geodwindd@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 8:06 AM

Subject: RE: Archery

You are correct, No camera.

From: Daniel Goodwin [mailto:daniel.goodwind4@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 4:26 AM

To: odfw.info@state.or.us

Subject: Archery

I seen that the regs state that you cannot attach any electronic device to your bow or arrow. Does that mean [
cant attach a camera to my bow? Its just a camera.



Roxann B Borisch

Subject: Private land hunting

From: Paul Letourneau [mailto:paulletournsau@mac.com|
Sent: Saturday, August 03, 2013 9:48 AM

To: odfw.info@state.or.us

Subject; Private iand hunting

| have my own land in Curry county and it was part of a real large forrest grazing type parcel. My
neighbor has 100 ac his brother has 80 ac and I'm on a 40ac pc, could be 1000 ac's all around us.

After purchasing a big game hunting license can | hunt on my own land?

Thought | would just send an e-mail to get |nput on this because [ had a tough time finding that info in
the 2013 big game regs.

Your input would be apprec:!ated
PL

Paul Letourneau



Roxann B Borisch

Subject: $25.00 fee

From: ODFW Commission

Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 10:00 AM
To: Michelle Tate

Subject: FW: $25.00 fee

For Oct. Commission. Teri Kucera

From: abzwardwell@g.com [mailto:abzwardweli@g.com]

Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2013 12:07 PM

To: Ronald.E.Anglin@state.or.us; Ronaid.E.Anglin@state.or.us; Joel A.Hurtado@state.or.us
Cc: ODFW Commission

Subject: $25.00 fee

Tust so you know for the first time in 40 years I will not be deer hunting this year. My son who is 16 will not be
deer hunting either. The reason is the ridiculous $25.00 fee you have imposed because we forgot to report our
unsuccessful black tail deer hunt. We are not going to give ODFW and additional $50.00 to go along with the
extra high license and tag fees.

My son has been unsuccessful in any tag draws since he began hunting then we fill out some form, send it in

and he gets a cow tag in some lousy unit where there are no elk to get anyway. So his frustration to go along
with mine we hope you enjoy not getting our money for deer tags from now on.

Arnold Wardwell



