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1. Background and Need for Review 

2. Review Process 

3. Primary Policy Issues to Date 



Background & Need for Review 

ÂThe Plan contains specific direction for evaluation 

and reporting on wolf management in the state 

ÂAnnual reporting to the Commission 

ÂCommission evaluates the effectiveness of 

implementation every five years  
 

ÂThe Review is not a re-write of Plan, but the 

Commission may amend the Plan as a result of 

the review   



 
Guiding Principles of Review 

 Â Adhere to delisting analysis factors when considering any 

proposed changes 
 

Â Maintain conservation focus for wolves in all population 

phases 
 

Â Maintain the principle of increasing flexibility in 

management options (wolf-livestock conflict) as the 

population increases 
 

Â Address ODFW resource limitations when evaluating future 

commitments 
 

Â Develop more effective workload sharing with USFWS in 

federally listed portion of Oregon 

 

 



Stakeholders Contacted 

Â Center for Biological Diversity 

Â Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 

Â Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs 

Â Defenders of Wildlife  

Â Endangered Species Coalition 

Â Hells Canyon Preservation Council 

Â Nez Perce Tribe 

Â NE Oregon Ecosystems 

Â Oregon Cattlemanõs Association 

Â Oregon Department of Agriculture  

Â Oregon Farm Bureau 

Â Oregon Hunters Association  

Â Oregon Wild 

Â Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation 

Â Traditional Archers of Oregon 

Â United States Department of Agriculture, Wildlife Services 

 



Development of Policy Issues 

ÂMost discussions and issues raised are related to 

Chapters 2 and 3 of the Plan 

ÂA result of stakeholder and staff input 

ÂNot all issues and discussions are included as policy 

issues 

ÂSome do not require specific plan language to 

implement 

ÂSome issues not fully discussed at this point 

ÂNo importance of order of the 10 policy issues in 

this presentation 



Policy Issue #1: Should the Plan establish 

population management zones with 

numerical objectives for Phase 3? 

ÂCurrent Plan uses two zones, but for a different 

purpose than this issue. 

ÂCurrent plan contemplates the idea of zones and 

population objectives when in Phase 3 

ÂPopulation is expanding and there are portions of 

Oregon without established packs 

Â Limiting the  population <250-300 wolves increases 

probability of falling below 7 breeding pairs 

ÂPopulation not expected to reach this level for 3-5 years 
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Policy Issue #1:  
Possible Solution 

 
ÂCurrently no quantified measures of habitat 

capability, population capacity, or probability of 

occurrence in state 
 

ÂUse Oregon data to model wolf occupancy, habitat, 

and distribution within Oregon 
 

ÂModel results incorporated by Commission at a later 

time during this plan period (2016-2021) or during 

subsequent review 

 

 

 

 



Policy Issue #2: Are the special status 

game mammal standards in the Plan 

adequate?   
 

ÂCurrent Plan includes the option of directed take (in 

Phase 3) as a management response tool to assist in 

very specific situations of chronic depredation and 

impacts to wild ungulate populations 

ÂNot intended to manage or limit population 

ÂNo general hunting seasons allowed 

ÂDoes not replace non-lethal efforts to minimize 

depredation 

 

 



Policy Issue #2: (continued) 

ÂWolf management requires extensive personnel 

expenditure 
 

ÂUse of hunters and trappers to assist agency 

management is consistent with management of other 

wildlife species 
 

ÂConsistent with the concept of increasing flexibilities as 

the population increases 

 

 

 

 



Policy Issue #2:  
Possible Solution 

 
ÂMaintain current Plan approach to using directed 

take by hunters and trappers in specific situations 

(Phase 3) with some slight modifications 

ÂConsider wolf population factors and not just òviabilityó 

ÂAdd specificity for when take is conducted for ungulate 

declines and include an expectation of remedy 
 

ÂòTypicaló hunting or trapping seasons not allowed  

 

 



Policy Issue #3: Should the Department 

modify reliance on telemetry to monitor the 

wolf population? 

ÂCurrent Plan mandates collaring of wolves at an 

unsustainable level ð increasing population 
 

ÂCollaring may not be necessary in some situations 
 

Â Important to maintain rigorous population data 
 

ÂCollar information is important to livestock producers  

 



Policy Issue #3:  
Possible Solution 

ÂMaintain reliance on collars in Phase 1&2, but modify 

the Plan to attempt at least one collared wolf/pack with 

emphasis on breeders 
 

Â In Phase 3, continue with collaring requirement of 

òselect situations onlyó with practical emphasis on new 

wolves, dispersers, and likely areas of livestock conflict 
 

Â Less expensive collaring options should be considered   

 



Policy Issue #4: Are the population 

objective numbers for Phase 2 and 3 

adequate?  

ÂEstablished to commit measureable objectives for 

tracking progress toward specific goals  

ÂPhase 1 objectives were exceeded  

ÂThe current objectives assumed an upward 

progression, there are no biological indicators 

showing that they are inadequate  

ÂMay not hold true in a population decline situation, 

regardless of the Phase objective  

 



Policy Issue #4:  
Possible Solution 

ÂMaintain current Phase objective numbers 
 

ÂClarify the difference between ESA listing criteria 

and Phase objectives ð wolves could be listed or 

declines addressed irrespective of Phase status 



Policy Issue #5: Should the Department 

redefine chronic depredation as related to 

lethal control in Phases 2 and 3? 

ÂCurrent Plan 

ÂPhase 1:   4 depredations/6 month period 

ÂPhase 2&3:   2 depredations, or 1 depredation & 3  

   attempted 

ÂThe purpose of lethal control is to stop depredation 

ÂData shows that 2 depredations do not always 

indicate a recurring situation 


