
 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Town Hall Budget Meeting 

Blue Mountain Conference Center 

La Grande, Oregon 

April 2, 2018 

 

Meeting started: 7:02 

ODFW Staff: Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, Bruce Eddy, Nick Myatt, Kim Sines, Crystal Hutchings, 

Monica Paul, Elizabeth Osier-Moats, Tim Bailey, Leonard Erickson, Jon Paustian, Kyle Bratcher and Deb 

Eddy 

Oregon State Police: Captain Samuels, Sgt Chris Hawkins and Sgt Isaac Cyr 

Public Participants: 17 

Welcome – Cameron Smith & Curt Melcher 

Agenda Review – Curt Melcher 

Agenda: 

 Staff Introductions 

 Mission and Goals 

 Ground Rules 

 ODFW Overview & Recap 

 Trying to eliminate the need for fee increases/reducing fees by 2019 

 How Your Money is Working for You 

 ODFW Budget Primer and Process 

 2015-2017 Biennium Pie Chart Budget $374.8 million total funds 

 2017-2019 Budget Snapshot 

 Building the 2019-2021 Budget 

 Next Step 

“How Your Money is Working For You” Questions (Q) & Answers (A): 

Who’s asking? Jed Farmer 

Q: Are we planning on lowering pioneer license fees in the future, or returning to the free license as it 

had always been previously? 

A:  The federal government allocates federal excise tax to state fish and wildlife agencies based on the 

number of hunting and fishing licenses we sell.  When we were giving Pioneer Licenses away for free, we 

were not able to count those individuals in our total number of Oregon hunters and anglers to receive 

federal dollars.  We began charging $6, which is the minimum amount we can charge and be eligible for 

federal funds.  We now get $22 in federal funding for every $6 pioneer license.  Many customers forget 
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that Pioneer Licenses had not always been free; they only started to be free in 2001.  We do not have 

plans to change the current cost of a Pioneer License. 

 

Who’s asking? Dick Haines 

Q:  Looking at national trends, we’re going to run out of money if based on hunting and fishing 

participation trends.  Do we have a feeling about the millennials and their hunting/fishing habits?  

A: It’s not just an Oregon issue, it’s a national issue. The curve in Oregon is a little steeper than in other 

states.  We’re trying to focus on providing a good product, lowering/reducing barriers of participation, 

marketing and advertising.   

 

Captain Jeff Samuels: 

The Oregon State Police has been providing the Department of Fish and Wildlife enforcement in Oregon 

since 1931. We meet together every year to map out what we’re going to do for each species, track 

success, tackle poaching, etc.  We’ve updated mobile apps on our phones for our troopers to track time 

and activities (fishing, hunting, atv, etc).  We use a monthly newsletter, Twitter and social media to get 

our messages out.  We still need help reporting problems.  Our new number is *OSP (*677).   

 

Who’s asking? Brian Kelly 

Q: What do environmental detectives do? 

A: They work on environmental compliance when things like spills happen. They recently worked on oil 

runoff from a wrecking yard.  They are funded with lottery funds.   

 

Who’s asking? Dick Haines 

Q: I am up in the early hours and am pleased to see troopers working at the right time to catch 

poachers.  I appreciate how they are handling poaching issues.   

A: We try to keep troopers on the ground.  We have 120 troopers for the entire state.  In southeast 

Oregon, which is an area larger than many states in our country, we only have five troopers. 

 

Who’s asking? Matt Scarfo 

Q: With fee increases, have you seen poaching cases go up? 

A: We do track that.  Illegal harvest is a problem, but it’s a steady problem.  The press have come to say 

lately it’s a huge problem, but I think we’re doing better with social media so we’re talking about it 

more.   



Who’s asking? Morgan Olson 

Q:  OHA appreciates and sees the benefit to get stories/newsletters out from OSP.  They feel like 

without these newsletters, nobody really knows what’s going on.  A lot of it is really not covered in 

newspapers.  He appreciates hearing the enforcement stories and making others aware of rules and 

regulations that they weren’t previously aware of.   

A: Troopers do great work and we’re trying to highlight that.  

 

 

Curt Melcher again: 

Policy option packages: Klamath Basin dam removals, fish reintroductions, conservation strategies, wolf 

population work/staff, hatchery Willamette Basin/Leaburg Hatchery.  

Legislative concepts being presented to governer’s office.   

We have a contract in process right now for our new point of sale system.  It is less expensive and more 

user friendly.  It will save the department 1 million dollars per year.  It is in negotiation for a 2019 

launch.   

Remove sunset laws on Access & Habitat Program, Columbia Basin Endorsement,  Restoration & 

Enhancement and landowner damage program.   

Get hunter stations back in place again with OSP and ODFW. 

Parking permit fines lowered from $110 to $30.  Change the statute so the ticket can be left on the car 

to improve compliance.   

Reduce fees  

 

 

Who’s asking? Jed Farmer 

Q:  Is the new license system in place in other states?   Are hiccups expected with such an aggressive 

process launched on such a short time frame?  

A: The company that we’re contracting with is being used by WDFW and IDFG.  Washington launched 

theirs in 3 months and Idaho launched theirs in 7 months.  We have 9 months and are confident we will 

be able to meet that.  Customers have said they don’t want paper, they want it electronic.  We will still 

have big game tags printed.  The new system will save us a million dollars per year.  

 

 

 



Who’s asking? Dick Haines  

Q:  Last biennium there was an effort to pursue alternative funding for implementing conservation 

programs for all species, not just game species.  Where is the department at with that?  

A: The bill never got enough traction to pass the legislature.  I suggest you continue to work with 

Senator Hansell and Representative Barreto at the state level.  There is also work going at the national 

level.  All states are working on this issue.  Bill 4647, Recovering America’s Wildlife Act, has a lot of 

support from industry and hunting groups.  This act would dedicate 1.3 billon dollars in federal royalties.  

The bill now has forty co-sponsers.  Three out of five Oregon congressman support it.  This bill would 

provide about 46 million dollars per biennium to ODFW.  Pittman Robertson funds are not allowed to be 

spent on enforcement, but these funds would be able to be used for enforcement.   

 

Who’s asking? Craig Ely 

Q: Last legistlative session there was a budget note directing ODFW and OSP to develop an anti-

poaching campaign.   

A:  The budget note directed us to develop a plan and a budget to increase enforcement and awareness 

of poaching.  However, it did not come with any funds, so at this point, we developed a plan and have 

not implemented it.  We presented the plan to the legislature, there is a lot of work and discussions 

continuing with it, it may be funded in the future.  One issue identified in that plan is the need for OSP 

to run hunter checkstations.  This is a legislative concept that OSP and ODFW are pursuing for next 

session.   

 

Who’s asking? Ted Taylor 

Q:  Fish Screens and Passage Program does very important work, however, the federal funds to this 

program seem to go down each year and the program is in danger of losing staff.  Department needs to 

pursue an increase in the surcharge to bring more funding in for this important work.   

 A:  Much of the funding has historically come from BPA and the Mitchelle Act.  There will be an even 

greater need for funding after the dam removal efforts in the Klamath Basin and anadromous fish are 

reintroduced into new areas.  

 

Who’s asking? Brian Kelly 

Q: Are there descriptions of the proposal on our conservation strategy and general funds on our 

website.   

A: Yes and we recently launched a new and improved strategy website. 

 

 



Who’s asking? Dave Williams 

Q: Wolves cause an increased demand on limited staff for ODFW as well as Wildlife Services.  We need 

to be working together to pursue funding so these staff can provide service to livestock producers.     

A:  We expect this to be a conversation during the next legislative session. 

 

Who’s asking? Morgan Olson 

Q: OHA’s perspective is that ODFW is doing a great job increasing participation and awareness via email 

updates and providing fish counts.  If you provide a good product, people will want to participate in the 

program.   

A: We are listening to public comments; for example, trophy trout are much more expensive to raise 

and release, but in recent surveys it has been ranked as the priority among anglers.   

 

Who’s asking?  Buck Matthews 

Q:  We need to improve hunting opportunities for our out-of-state hunters.  In his experience hunting in 

Idaho, the non-resident hunters benefit the local community.   

A:  Idaho doesn’t have any cap on non-resident hunters, they have a lot of interest from outside 

communities.  We get a significant portion of our funding from non-resident hunters, however, statute 

limits our non-resident deer and elk tags to 5% and 3% for pronghorn and spring bear.  We do have a 

legislative concept to raise pronghorn and spring bear tags to 5% for non-residents.   

 

Meeting ended:  8:34 



Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Town Hall & Budget Meeting 

Central Oregon Community College 

Bend, OR 

April 3, 2018 

(Meeting started 7:04pm) 

ODFW Staff: Bruce Eddy, Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, Mike Harrington, Corey Heath, Brett Hodgson, 

Greg Jackle, Amy Baker, Jamie Bowles 

OSP: Cpt. Jeff Samuels 

Public: 12 

Welcome- Melcher 

Agenda Review- Melcher 

Agenda: 

 Staff Introductions 

 Mission and Goals 

 Ground Rules 

 ODFW Overview & Recap 

 Trying to eliminate the need for fee increases/reducing fees by 2019 

 How Your Money is Working for You 

 ODFW Budget Primer and Process 

 2015-2017 Biennium Pie Chart Budget $374.8 million total funds 

 2017-2019 Budget Snapshot 

 Building the 2019-2021 Budget 

 Next Step 

 

“How Your Money is Working for You” Questions (Q) & Answers (A): 

Q: Were the position reductions in 2015 layoffs?  

A: These position reductions were planned a year in advance with all but one employee being placed in 

the agency.  One employee was laid off but had options with the agency but chose not to take them. 

 

Q: Where does the BPA fall within the budget? Do the majority of the funds go to hatcheries? 

A: BPA is federal dollars. The breakdown of funding can be made available, but estimated at 1/3 to the 

hatcheries, 1/3 research, and 1/3 habitat related.  



Q: How much revenue did the fees for pioneer licenses bring in? 

A: It was a significant amount of around $300,000 a year in revenue.  

Q: Are there match dollars involved? 

A: Yes, when the license was free, the sales did not qualify for match dollars unless that license was also 

sold with another qualifying document, such as a combined angling tag. The agency can now receive 

match dollars on every pioneer license sold without the sale of additional documents. A $6 pioneer 

license brings approximately $22 per license in match.  

 

Questions for Cpt. Samuels 

Q: How many OSP troopers work on the Columbia River? Do they work with the tribes? Where does the 

funding come from?  

A: 27 troopers work on the Columbia. They work closely with the tribes, as well as Washington Fish and 

Wildlife. The funding for these troopers varies.  

 

Q: In regard to deferred maintenance, is the 1% debt going to go up?  

A: The debt will go up a small amount, but much maintenance occurs by finding other funding sources.   

Q: Why not clean up the backlog of maintenance when the agency knows that they will have money left 

over at the end of the year? 

A: The agency has been chipping away at maintenance projects. PR dollars can be used to work on the 

needs at the wildlife areas, hatcheries are already in the process and we are looking at ways that we can 

use R&E funds for other hatchery maintenance.  

**Side note regarding allocating funds for future maintenance projects. Making the move from leasing 

our headquarters to building a new building in Salem, saves the agency $1 million per a biennium. Once 

the building is paid off, that money can be spent on other maintenance projects agency-wide.  

 

Q: So R&E funds are now being moved to build buildings? 

A: No, the statutory purpose of R&E funds is for restorations of hatchery facilities and enhancing 

fisheries, so the funds are not being moved.  

 

Klamath Dam removal funding requests 

Q: Is this planning ahead for the dam removals? 

A: Funding is needed for the continuation of the planning position as well as the larger project of 

reintroducing anadromous fish.  



Q: Where will these fish even be spawning? Only in the Williamson, because that seems to be the only 

place they can.  

A: There are many other places that the fish can potentially spawn, including the Sprague, Williamson, 

Spencer Creek, Jenny Creek, the Holy Waters, and others. Our hope is that once the dams are removed, 

the fish will return to using the areas once again. 

Looking forward: Legislative concepts 

Q: Would you make the ewe hunt a premium hunt as an option for bighorn sheep premium hunts?  

A: Could be.  

 

Q: Do you have the same issue with Aquatic Invasive Species (AIS) check stations, in regard to 

constitutional rights, as you do with the hunter check stations? 

A: No, failure to stop at an AIS station is a civil penalty, while the hunter check stations were criminal 

penalties. We are looking at options to re-implement these hunter check stations.  

 

Q: I would rather see a physical sticker be used for the wildlife area parking permit. The paper ones can 

be lost too easily, causing those who have the permits to be wrongfully ticketed.  

A: Cpt. Samuels: Our troopers have access to sales history. It is not likely that the owner of the vehicle 

will be cited if the individual has purchased a hunting license or a parking permit, they may receive a 

warning.  

 

Q: Raising fees and then lowering them would be a shock to the system for many people. If you need the 

money, use the money.  We as customers would prefer to see more benefits rather than fee reductions.  

A: Thank you for the feedback. This is why we have these meetings, so that we can get feedback from 

our customers regarding decision-making and spending.  

- Three other attendees echoed frustration with the concept of a fee reduction. 

Q: Is anything going to go away as a result of these fee reductions? 

A: No, and to clarify, it would be a delay in fee increases, rather than reductions.   

 

Q: Where does the agency stand on gillnetting? 

A: There is no plan to eliminate the commercial fishery. The plan was modified at the Governor’s 

request, to make it more consistent with Washington but the Commission was very clear on their 

interest to see the lower Columbia River fishery continue.  

 



Q: What is the future status of the Fall River Hatchery? Is it closing? 

A: The hatchery is not closing.  

 

Q: As a guide, I hear many complaints regarding the number of hunting licenses sold going down. People 

want to know why they can’t hunt or fish in places or in ways that they could when they were young. For 

example, there are many places that kids cannot fish with bait because it is fly fish only. This inhibits 

teaching our youth.  

A: Many changes were made to simplify the regulations and still maintain the aspect of sustainable 

harvesting.  Many of these regulations are based on social preferences as opposed to strict biological 

science. 

 

Q: I was opposed to the lowering of the age requirement for the youth hunting and fishing licenses. It is 

inconvenient, costly and is a disincentive to take youth out. 

A: The youth license, which includes hunting, fishing, and shellfish, is only $10. These licenses can be 

bought online, and soon may be available on mobile devices.  

 

Q: I suggest a surcharge of $5 on income taxes as a conservation fee 

A: This has been suggested recently by the Alternative Funding Task Force.  

 

Q: In regard to using R&E funds for infrastructure and restoration, are new infrastructure acquisitions 

included? Could water gauges be considered new infrastructure?  

A: Water gauges could possibly be considered part of enhancement, but this would be better directed at 

the Water Resources Department.  

Q: Water Watch sent out notices to residents stating that ODFW is going to cut its funding.  

A: For clarification, state law requires that agencies develop a 10% cut list for general fund programs 

when building our budget. Our water program is on general fund, so while it is on the list, we will be 

advocating for it to remain funded.  

 

Meeting ended: 8:42 



 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Town Hall Budget Meeting 

Oregon Institute of Technology 

Klamath Falls, Oregon 

April 4, 2018 

(Meeting started 7:00) 

ODFW Staff: Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, Bruce Eddy, Trevor Watson, Tom Collom, Ben Ramirez, 

Jason Journey, Amy Baker, Nicole McDougal 

Oregon State Police: Cpt. Jeff Samuels, Lt. Darin Lux, Sgt. Dennis Yaws, Sr. Trooper Ryan Niehus 

Public Participants: 12 

Welcome - Melcher 

Agenda Review: Melcher 

Agenda: 

 Staff & Public Introductions 

 ODFW Overview & Recap 

 Budget Introduction 

 2015-17 Biennium Review 

 2017-19 Biennium Expectations 

 2019-21 Biennium Projections 

Budget Questions (Q) & Answers (A): 

Q: The increase in license sales noted in 2016 was also from youth license sales, not just from 

accounting from Pioneer licenses, correct? 

A: Correct, there is a small portion of the notable 2016 increase from Youth Licenses, however we would 

still consider the increase an “Accounting Change”, the majority of which stems from the Pioneer 

License sales. 

Q: How much does it cost to fund a Fish & Wildlife Trooper? 

A: It costs $300,000-$330,000 per Biennium to fund a Fish and Wildlife Trooper including vehicle. 

Q: When someone gets a fine for a hunting and fishing violation, where do those funds go? 

A: Those funds go into the General Fund. Restitution funds from unlawful take goes to ODFW. 

Q: Does ODFW receive any reimbursement from the Federal Government for the Wolf Plan? 

A: Yes, but not very much. Some of the Western two thirds of the state gets funds reimbursed. Wolf 

coordination is receiving some funds, but the District Staff do not see any Federal Funding for wolf 

related activities. 



Q: Is there a trend in other states that have had wolf reintroduction that license sales have dropped? For 

instance, I have been hunting in Idaho where they have wolves, and the last 4 years have been much 

harder to hunt than before. I’m worried that we will see the same problem here. 

A: We know there is an impact and I don’t think anyone would ever say that there wasn’t some impact 

from the wolves on other wildlife populations. There are a lot of factors that impact deer and elk 

populations including other predators like cougars.  

C: There are a lot more wolves than the numbers you (ODFW) say. 

A: We are trying to track the wolf population through collaring, but we do not know where 

every wolf is in the state. The numbers we put out are a population minimum based on known animals. 

Q: Is there a number to call for wolf sightings? Are the wolves collared or chipped? 

A: We are working on implementing a system to report sightings – all wildlife sightings, not just 

wolves. As of right now there is a form that can be filled out and submitted on our website. The wolves 

are collared, not chipped so we can track them from greater distances. 

Q: How many wolves need to be in the state before they are delisted? 

A: The state has delisted them statewide, however they are still federally listed in the western 

2/3rds of the state. There is work being done to delist wolves in all states, not just Oregon. 

Q: Salmon have not been in the Klamath area for over 100 years, why reintroduce them now? It seems 

like more trouble than its worth. 

A: Several entities have interest in reintroducing a once-native fish to the area, including the tribes as 

part of their cultural heritage and history. But I’m not an expert on it and would defer to others in the 

room that have more knowledge on the specifics than I do. 

Q: How would the mandatory check stations for hunters work? How do other states do it? 

A: Other states have them, and we had them about 30 years ago. Basically it is a check station that 

makes it a requirement for all vehicles to stop and be checked for hunt success, appropriate licenses and 

tags, etc. in an effort to minimize poaching and violations. 

General Comments, Q & A: 

C: If I wasn’t eligible for a Pioneer License this year, I would not have purchased a license because they 

are too expensive. 

C: I think in order to get more people fishing would be to host an event to teach people how and/or 

where. You would sell more licenses that way including more out of state licenses. 

Q: Why is the Two Rod Validation so expensive? 

A: We are trying to balance the portfolio of license fees. We have made the entry-level license fees 

lower and charge more for the Two Rod Validation and the Combined Angling Tag because we believe 

that the avid anglers are more willing to pay for the additional tags and endorsements that they want 



than the less-avid angler. Sales of these validations and tags are still increasing, so we believe that the 

pricing for those is reasonable. 

C: I believe ODFW should go back to focusing on hunting and fishing, and spend less time and money on 

species like feral horses, sea lions, wolves, etc. Protecting these problem species is creating problems for 

the fish and wildlife that we hunt and fish for, which does not seem like a good use of our money. Also, 

the regulations are too complex for the average person and I think they need to be simplified. 

Q: What do ODFW and other agencies think is the cause of the decline in license sales? 

A: The demographics have shifted and society is changing. People in cities do not hunt and fish as much 

as people outside of cities, and states with more urban populations are having a faster decline. Younger 

people are not getting into hunting and fishing like previous generations, and therefore they are not 

purchasing as many licenses. 

C: The Mule Deer population is poor, and I do not believe we should have any hunts for Mule Deer, 

especially for bucks during the rut, until their population has rebounded. 

Question dropped off at meeting: I understand that ODFW is proposing to hire five “Wolf Specialists” to 

help “manage Wolves in Oregon” at a cost of $235,000/biennium for a total cost of $1,175,000. Is this 

correct? If so, I believe this money could be much better used by Wildlife Services for predatory animal 

control! What can these “Wolf Managers” accomplish that isn’t already being done? 

(Meeting ended 8:33pm) 



 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Town Hall Budget Meeting 

Jackson County Library 

Medford, Oregon 

April 5, 2018 

 

Meeting started: 7:02 

ODFW Staff: Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, Bernadette Graham-Hudson, Mark Vargas, Steve Niemela, 

Dan Van Dyke 

Oregon State Police: Captain Samuels, Lt Darin Lux, Sgt. Jim Collom, and Lt. Lee 

Public Participants: 7 

Welcome – Cameron Smith & Curt Melcher 

Agenda Review – Curt Melcher 

Agenda: 

 Staff Introductions 

 Mission and Goals 

 Ground Rules 

 ODFW Overview & Recap 

 Trying to eliminate the need for fee increases/reducing fees by 2019 

 How Your Money is Working for You 

 ODFW Budget Primer and Process 

 2015-2017 Biennium Pie Chart Budget $374.8 million total funds 

 2017-2019 Budget Snapshot 

 Building the 2019-2021 Budget 

 Next Step 

“How Your Money is Working For You” Questions (Q) & Answers (A): 

Who’s asking? Mike Mull 

Q:How much money do you spend on managing animals that are not huntable? 

A:Not much, we can follow up with you. (Curt) 

Who’s asking? Mike Mull 

Q:What are differences with license fee fungible and dedicated? 

A:Curt will answer these later in the presentation. 

Who’s asking? Glenn Archambault 



Q:Are federal funds stable? 

A:Probably flat (Curt) 

Who’s asking? Mike Mull 

Q:How did you get the debt services? 

A:Mostly the purchase of our headquarters office building (Curt) 

Who’s asking? Mike Mull 

Q:Is 26 million ending monthly balance too big of an increase? He spent $80 on fishing license and 

tag…close to the level of not buying in the future. 

A:Curt does not believe it is too big of an ending monthly balance. 

Who’s asking? Don Albrecht 

Q:Hunting and Fishing trends appear to be flat lined past 7 years, not declining. Why do you think this 

is? 3R 

A:Possibly 3R and better opportunities, economy is doing better, etc. (Curt) 

Who’s asking? Janelle Dunlevy 

Q:Asked a license vs tag question. May not buy a hunting license after she draws her antelope tag. 

Others may be doing the same. 

A:Some people may be doing this, yes. 

Who’s asking? Glenn Archambault 

Q:Enforcement: predator kill activity/a lot of depredation going on.  Do you get involved in this work? 

A:Jeff Samuels…not really an OSP issue, more an ODFW or Wildlife Services issue. 

Who’s asking? Mike Mull 

Q:3% to a 5% out of state cap means less tags for residents? 

A:Possibly…yes. 

Who’s asking? Glenn Archambault  

Q:What is the definition of a ewe bighorn sheep? 

A:That will be defined in rule. 

Who’s asking? Don Albrecht 

Q:Would check stations be a constitutional conflict? 

A:Yes, we are working on it. 

Who’s asking? Mike Mull 



Q:ODFW charts do not indicate that we could be in a position to reduce fees. 

A:If possible we would like to be in a position to do this. 

Who’s asking? Janelle Dunlevy 

Q:What will it take to get Western Streams job back here? How was the decision made to choose which 

position to cut? Referring to past cut from Rogue District. 

A:Work with your legislator, Curt gave history of Western Streams positions. Project needs, etc. 

Who’s asking? Bob Hunter and Sarah Sauter 

Q:We rely on ODFW to participate in water related programs, encouraged ODFW to participate. 

Supports water programs, Jay Doino, and his position, was a huge loss to the community. ODFW should 

play a bigger role in getting projects on the ground. Also reference to “cutting” positions this coming 

biennium. 

A:ODFW is required to offer a 10% reduced budget list to the Governor. 

Who’s asking? Glen Archambault 

Q:Discussed food safety quality act…need to control wildlife populations and their access to those lands. 

A:Our veterinarians have a different perspective what wildlife health concerns may be related to food 

crops.  Discussion topic mostly.  We will look into this. 

Meeting ended:  8:34 



Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Town Hall Budget Meeting Notes 

April 9, 2018 

North Bend, OR 

North Bend Public Library 

 

(Meeting started at 7:00pm) 

ODFW:  Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, Bernadette Graham-Hudson, Tim Walters, Michael Gray, Stuart 

Love, Christopher Claire, Gary Vonderohe, Dominic Rocco 

OSP:  Capt. Jeff Samuels, Sgt. Levi Harris 

Public Participants:  ~ 20 

Participants of Note:  Bob Webber, Fish & Wildlife Commissioner; Bob Main, Coos County Commissioner 

Presentation:  Curt Melcher, Capt. Jeff Samuels 

BUDGET 

Q:  When looking at the hunting/fishing participation trends per capita graph, what reasons account for the 

decline in participation in recent years? 

A:  The decline is attributed mainly to demographics.  The increase in population is seen mainly in the 

metro areas where there is less hunting/fishing participation. 

Q:  Earlier in the presentation, graphs show an average month end balance for ODFW in the range of $25 

million in recent years; however, the projected revenue graph shows the agency funds balance on a decline 

for 2021 and beyond.  Why is that? 

A:  The projected revenue graph shows a “worst case scenario” projection, assuming no changes to current 

spending and a continued decline in hunting/fishing participation. 

Q:  The pie chart graph shows a large percentage of agency revenue coming from the Federal government.  

If that revenue shrinks, what impact will that have on current programs? 

A:  If Federal dollars are limited in the future, reductions will be made in the programs funded by them 

rather than making attempts to back fill the funding from other sources, in order to continue at the same 

level.  The outlook of future Federal funding appears to be flat [rather than fluctuating] though, because 

the vast majority of those funds come from mitigation projects. 

 



BUDGET (cont’d) 

Q:  The Oregon State Lottery promotes funding of 5th and 6th grade education programs.  Is it possible for 

ODFW to access some of those funds for its Outdoor Education program? 

A:  Allocation of state lottery funds and access to those funds is determined by constitutional process.  

There are lottery funds already allocated to outdoor education programs currently, so it would be difficult 

for ODFW to access more of those same funds for a similar purpose. 

Q:  Do volunteer hours (e.g., for STEP [Salmon and Trout Enhancement Program]) count as an offset for 

Federal fund matches? 

A:  Yes.  There are Federal fund matches for volunteer hours for both fish and wildlife programs. 

Q:  You mentioned in the presentation that a big budgetary shift since 2014 prompted the elimination of 45 

staff positions.  What impact has that had and will any of those positions be added back? 

A:  ODFW was able to eliminate those positions primarily because of process improvements, so there is no 

plan to add those positions back.  The impact of that reduction was minimal to staff and probably not 

noticeable to the public, as several of the cuts were to administrative staff positions; 10 of the positions 

eliminated were empty at the time, and opportunities to move into other positions were available to many 

of the remaining 35 staff members who were affected. 

Q:  Although there is less hunting/fishing participation from people living in the Willamette Valley and other 

metro areas, this population has more political clout to dictate funding for fish and wildlife programs that 

see more participation in Southwest Oregon.  For example, the hatchery steelhead stocking program has 

been suspended in the E. fork Coquille R. and we need better boat access to the S. fork Coquille R.  How do 

we keep the metro areas from dictating program funding in rural areas? 

A:  Change the Oregon Constitution.  Every state faces this problem due to district lines drawn up according 

to population.  Metro area districts will always outnumber and impact the rest of the state.  Hatchery 

programs are not dependent on population demands, however. The largest Fall Chinook Hatchery program 

is located right here in Coos County. 

PREDATOR CONTROL 

Comment:  In OSP’s multi-year budget outlook, shown in the presentation, there is an increase of funds 

coming from ODFW to OSP for fish and wildlife enforcement.  It would be nice to see some of that funding 

go to Wildlife Services instead, for predator control.  Currently, landowners are unfairly burdened to pay for 

predator control. 

Response:  More focus will be placed on predator control on certain fronts.  ODFW is leading the way on 

sea lion predation issues with a bill in congress that, if passed, will give the agency more latitude in lethal 

control of sea lions.  A Tri-State letter from governors in neighboring states is being submitted in support of 

this bill. 

 



PREDATOR CONTROL (cont’d) 

Comment:  In the Umpqua Valley, where vineyards are becoming more prevalent, we are seeing an 

unusually high rate of predator control (with the recent elimination of 4 cougars).  I see a lack of common 

sense amongst other members of the public with regard to fish and wildlife management, in general.   For 

example, last Fall, I observed safety concerns involving fishing boats running up and down the river with no 

lights, and mishandling of game fish during “catch and release” fishing, resulting in unfortunate and 

unnecessary mortality. 

Comment: I support increased funding for Wildlife Services for predator control.  Coos County used to fund 

one position for Wildlife Services until budget strains caused the funding to dry up.  Local ranchers and 

timber owners have formed a coalition to self-assess for predator control, as a result.  Therefore, I am in 

favor of more ODFW funds going to predator control.  I would also like to see STEP biologists fully funded, 

as STEP is so important to the economy in Coos County for the increased fishing opportunities it provides. 

Q:  In the presentation, you mentioned a Policy Option Package (POP) that would add 5 more positions to 

the wolf management program.  Couldn’t a portion of the management (lethal removal) of wolves be 

handled by Wildlife Services to defer some of the projected costs of this POP? 

A:  Wildlife Services does not have lethal removal funding or coverage through NEPA (National 

Environmental Policy Act) for wolves.  As the wolf population increases and expands in territory, we do 

anticipate more landowner complaints. 

Q:  Can the US Forest Service or BLM (Bureau of Land Management) perform lethal removal of wolves on 

Federal land? 

A: These agencies cannot lethally remove wolves.  They do not have funding through Federal processes. 

CVWA (Coquille Valley Wildlife Area) 

Q:  Is there a continuation of POP funding for the Winter Lake project on the CVWA? 

A:  The funding for the tide gate project on the Winter Lake tract has been fulfilled through the POP for that 

project, so that POP is completed.  The continued restoration project on the CVWA is funded from a 

different source (not a POP). 

Q:  How much is currently budgeted for the restoration project? 

A:  $300,000 will be funded from Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) as part of a mitigation 

package stemming from their project in Powers.  $275,000 is available from an ODFW contingency fund, 

giving an overall total of $575,000 in available funds. 

Q:  Does this mark the end of ODFW’s land acquisitions for the CVWA? 

A:  ODFW does not have plans to acquire more land. 

(Meeting ended at 8:30pm) 



 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Town Hall Budget Meeting 

Hallmark Resort Conference Hall 

Newport, Oregon 

April 10th, 2018 

 

Meeting started: 7:03 pm 

ODFW Staff: Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, John Spangler, Dave Fox, Jason Kirchner, Greg Reed, Emily 

Blume 

Oregon State Police: Captain Jeff Samuels, Sgt. Todd Thompson, Sgt. Heather Van Meter 

Public Participants: 9 

Welcome – Curt Melcher 

Agenda Review – Curt Melcher 

Agenda:  

 Introductions 

 ODFW overview/vision 

 Budget development/principles 

 Budget timeline/process 

 Fund types 

 15-17 Biennium snapshot 

 17-19 Biennium snapshot 

 Future biennium projections/trends 

 OSP budget snapshot/overview 

 Policy Option Packages/Legislative Concepts 

 Questions/Comments 

 

Questions (Q), Answers (A) & Comments: 

Comment: Staff reductions and layoffs from 2015 biennium have had a major impact on staff 

participation/collaboration with watershed councils/stewardships and there should be more funding 

available for greater involvement by staff. 

Q: Does confiscated shellfish/wildlife that law enforcements make get donated or used somehow? 

A: Yes. Law enforcement take pictures of illegal harvested fish/wildlife and is either donated directly to 

food share or frozen and then donated at a later date. 

 



Comment: A comment was made to Captain Samuels regarding funding for travel management areas 

and how OSP manages it with funding reductions. Captain Samuels said there are plans in place with 

regards to travel management and the use of retired OSP troopers as fill-ins 

Comment: Hunter check stations are a great preventive measure for deterring people from illegally 

harvesting game and should be brought back into use. 

Q: Can hunter check stations be used for disease prevention and contamination? 

A: Yes they are really important for chronic waste disease detection/prevention. 

Comment: As a charter boat owner/operator the latest fee increase has really turned customers away, 

especially for the one day license purchases. Reducing fees would greatly help businesses and the 

community at large.  

Comment: Suggestion for ODFW to acquire management of pollinator species (insects and others), to 

support restoration of native plants, and develop more pollinator corridors for statewide recovery. Also 

suggestion for utilizing beavers to do more stream restoration and help increase water storage as 

glaciers are melting at a rapid rate. Concern that the removal of beavers under damage provisions is 

counterproductive to maintaining the role of beavers in the ecosystem. 

Q: How can pollinator restoration and beaver restoration be better managed? 

A: Insects are under the Department of Agriculture and although ODFW cares and appreciates 

pollinators they are not something that we manage as an agency. Beavers have what we call “dual 

citizenship” as ODFW manages them in regards to being fur bearing animals, but they are also a 

predatory animal and there is no protection for predatory animals in Oregon. The state law would have 

to be changed in order to change current management authority.  

Comment: Commenter stated that the Predation and Hatchery POPs are very important and is in full 

support of these POPs. The legislative concepts for removing sunset provisions can result in pushback 

from legislature as they are often interested in having a mechanism to periodically review programs.  

Comment/Q: What is the point of possibly delaying the scheduled fee increase for 2020 or reducing fees 

in 2019 when it’s already in statute and has potential of putting ODFW deeper into debt down the road. 

A:  Building a cash reserve is very important to ODFW sustainability, but it’s also important to show our 

customers that we understand fee increases are hard for some to afford by delaying them and searching 

for other funding sources. 

Q: Are ecosystem best management principles and practices part of ODFW conservation strategy plan? 

A: Director Melcher stated that the strategy plan is a 100+ page document and did not have that 

information on hand. He suggested that he could get back to the commenter on that question or that 

the strategy could be accessed online for more information. 

Meeting ended: 8:22 pm   



Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Town Hall Budget Meeting 

Tillamook County Library 

Tillamook, Oregon 

April 11, 2018 

 

(Meeting started 7:05) 

ODFW Staff:  Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, Bernadette Graham-Hudson, Chris Knutsen, Gail Myers 

Oregon State Police:  Cpt. Jeff Samuels, Acting Lt. Todd Hoodenpyl 

Public Participants:  15 

Welcome – Melcher 

Agenda Review:  Melcher 

Agenda:   

 Staff and Public Introductions 

 The Agency 

 Budget Introduction 

 2015-17 Biennium Review  

 2017-19 Biennium Expectations 

 2019-21 Biennium Projections 

 Policy Option Packages 

OSP Program Update:  Cpt. Jeff Samuels 

Questions and Answers: 

2015-17 Review and 17-19 Expectations related questions 

Q:  Where do funds for ODFW’s Fish Restoration and Enhancement (R&E) come from? 

A:  The R&E funds are dedicated funds obtained from a surcharge on licenses, as well as commercial 

salmon fees.  

 

Q:  Why has participation in hunting and fishing decreased? 

A:  It is believed that participation has decreased for a number of reasons. One being a more urbanized 

population. Another may be a decrease in hunting and fishing opportunities due to managing species 

that have a reduced population (mule deer as one example). This is a trend that is recognized across all 

50 states.  



OSP Program Update related questions 

Q:  Where does the revenue from license plate sales go? 

A:  It does not go to OSP. Per Melcher, it is a dedicated fund that is directed to the Oregon Watershed 

Enhancement Board (OWEB). 

 

Q:  Is the harassing of elk and deer by shed hunters a problem? Citizen had heard it was a significant 

problem in Eastern Oregon.  

A:  Per OSP, yes it is an ongoing issue due to instances of trespass and poaching for the shed antlers.  

Per Melcher, shed hunting is gaining in popularity in all areas of Oregon, increasing the instances of 

trespass and poaching. There is a legal shed hunting season in Oregon. Some states now require a 

license for it. This may be something that ODFW could look into as a way to reduce the unlawful take of 

shed antlers, as well as harassment of wildlife.  

 

 

Policy Option Packages related questions 

Q:  Wind and Wave Energy are gaining in popularity. It has been shown that Wind and Wave Energy and 

Electromagnetic fields can affect fish migration. As more studies are conducted on these types of energy 

technologies, does ODFW have input regarding the potential impact on fish migration? 

A:  Yes, ODFW has staff in Salem, as well as hatchery resource management, researching the fish 

migration impacts of Wind and Wave Energy and electromagnetic fields. It is also a concern regarding 

loss of access for hunting and fishing where the Wave Energy Converters and new power plants will be 

located. ODFW is aware and able to comment on this as it develops. 

 

Q:  Will the information obtained from the proposed Policy Option Package for Nearshore Fishery 

Independent Surveys be accepted by USFWS? 

A:   We hope that the surveys will be accepted.  

Public Comment:  We also hope that it will be accepted, as we believe that independent surveys are 

more reliable than surveys that are dependent on fish catch.  

 

Q:  When it comes to Marine Mammal predation mitigation, do we have any legislators on our side?  

A:  Yes, we have support in the legislature, as well as the governor’s office. Oregon Representative Kurt 

Schrader and Washington Representative Jaime Herrera Beutler have introduced a bill to amend Section 

120 of the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) for clarity and efficiency. A letter from the governors 

of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho adds support to this initiative.  

 



Q:  Will this include euthanizing sea lions in problem areas? 

A:  Yes, and we are already doing that at Bonneville Dam. However, with the current language of the 

MMPA, we must identify a specific sea lion for our kill permit, with documentation of predation, which 

means that particular sea lion must first be captured and branded, then observed predating again, 

before a kill permit can be issued. If Section 120 of the MMPA is amended, it will become easier to 

target and remove the problem sea lions.   

 

Q:  With the new OregonBuys Licensing System implementation, why will duplicate fees be removed? 

A:  The new system will have more options for licensing. With the current system, customers have a 

paper license and tag that are printed at a Point of Sale. If lost, they must be reprinted by a license agent 

or vendor Point of Sale, and the customer is charged for that service. The new system will allow for 

customers to have an electronic license and tag, so they would not have the need for a duplicate. 

Another option will be to buy your license and tags online, and print them at home. If the customer was 

to lose these, he/she can reprint the documents themselves, at no cost. Duplicate fees will be 

unnecessary with the new licensing system. 

 

Q:  Regarding incentives for license agents to request email information from customers, is it legal for 

the license agent to request such information? 

A:  It is not illegal, as the customer is not required to provide an email address. With the new system 

being largely electronic in nature, email addresses will simplify the process and give ODFW a more 

efficient and inexpensive way to communicate with customers. We currently have email addresses for 

approximately 20% of our customers, so offering an incentive to our license agents to request emails will 

be beneficial for us.  

 

Q:  What is the Landowner program? 

A:  The Landowner Program (LOP) is a program for Oregon landowners with more than 40 acres to 

obtain cow elk tags and/or doe deer tags for their property. This reduces damage to landowner property 

and creates additional hunting opportunities.  

 

Q:  Regarding re-implementing hunter check stations, will the agency have the funds to support these? 

A:  Per Melcher, the hunter check stations will actually save ODFW and OSP money. The check stations 

were discontinued when DUI check stations were found to be illegal under the Oregon State 

Constitution. A 2019-21 Policy Option Package hopes to bring the hunter check stations back. 

Per Cpt. Samuels, the check stations assist with a reduction in poaching, as well as a reduction in time 

and resources spent to identify and locate poachers.  The check stations will also assist in identifying 

biological issues with the wildlife populations. For example, biologists can determine the existence of 

deer hair loss syndrome (DHLS), chronic wasting disease (CWD), and hoof rot (TAHD).  



Q:  You stated that you increase license fees once every 6 years, and that you implemented that 

increase in 3 steps instead of all at once in the current 6 year period. When stating that ODFW is looking 

for options to facilitate “putting off” license fee increases, are you referring to the last step increase in 

this 6-year period, or are you referring to the next 6-year period that begins 2022? 

A:  We are referring to the last step increase in the current 6 year cycle. The increases were stepped in 

2016 and 2018, with the last being scheduled for 2020. We hope that we will not need to increase in 

2020. We also hope to reduce the strategic fees for the next cycle beginning in 2022. These have not 

been decided yet.  

 

Q:  When you propose cuts in your budget, what is the amount, and what programs do you plan to cut? 

A:  According to state law, a 10% reduction must be identified for all budgets. We always have standard 

items on our list of cuts, and are still developing our list for the next biennium. We hope to change the 

revenue curve with alternate funding. We have not identified any specific programs to cut.  

 

Public Comment:  It is my hope as a charter guide that a reduction in the cost of daily license fees will be 

considered. The high cost of a daily license is causing people to turn away from hunting and fishing while 

vacationing in our state. There is no justification for increases, as they are not receiving any more value 

for a daily license. In comparison, when resident angling tag fees increase, the customer has all year to 

fish more to justify the higher cost. A daily angler still only has the one day to fish with only one daily 

catch limit, so there is no opportunity for an added value to his license/tag. The obscene cost of daily 

licenses is hurting the charter services in Oregon.  

 

Public Comment:  In the past, STEP biologists assisted with removing blockages in the rivers. Now, the 

blockages are not being removed. The biologist has to survey and document the blockage and go 

through too much red tape, whereas before, they and a citizen could work together to remove the 

blockages. They no longer work with the public.  

 

(Meeting ended 8:45) 

 



 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Budget Town Hall Meeting 

Double Tree Lloyd Center 

Portland, Oregon 

April 12, 2018 

(Meeting started 7:04) 

ODFW Staff: Curt Melcher, Cameron Smith, Ken Loffink, Bernadette Graham-Hudson, Tucker Jones, Jeff 

Boechler, Rick Swart, Tani Miller 

Oregon State Police: Cpt. Jeff Samuels, Sgt. Chris Allori 

Public Participants: 8 

Welcome - Melcher 

Agenda Review: Melcher 

Agenda:   

 Staff & Public Introductions 

 Mission and Goals 

 Ground Rules 

 ODFW Overview & Recap 

 Trying to eliminate  the need for fee increases/reducing fees by 2019 

 How Your Money is Working for You 

 ODFW Budget Primer 

 2015-2017 Biennium Pie Chart $374.8 million total funds 

 Building the 2019-2021) Budget  (POPS) 

 Next Step 

Questions (Q) & Answers (A): 

Q:  (Brian)   It seems that one of the tensions is that the mission is very clearly directed at managing all 

wildlife for all residents whereas a big part of the funding comes from hunting and fishing, although as I 

understand it that money is not necessarily required to be dedicated to hunting and fishing.  

A:  It is required to be used on fish and wildlife.  One of the reasons we can carry balance of license 

funds across biennia is the federal excise taxes that come to us.  There is a piece of the federal law in 

those acts that says if the state legislature takes fishing and hunting license dollars for general 

government purposes, then those federal funds are essentially not available.  Because of that it’s pretty 

good protection for wildlife conservation (Fish and Wildlife) license funds to not be put at risk of being 

swept into general government program.  There is no statute requiring that hunting dollars be used on 

species that are hunted.  These funds can be used for other wildlife. 

 

 



Q:  To what extent would you say that expenditures are directed toward facilitating hunting and fishing 

opportunities?  Is there any way that’s categorized in the budget or can be? Is that looked at when 

preparing the budget, as in how much is serving hunters and anglers and how much is serving people 

who enjoy wildlife? 

A:  The short answer is we’re getting there.  In the past year we have launched a new system for staff to 

track their activities at the district level.  We survey district staff, by asking them general questions.  For 

instance, a Wildlife Biologist is asked how much of your time is spent on hunting activities vs. other 

wildlife conservation activities.  Up to 90% of their time is spent on “other”, depending on the district.  

It’s a lot of time spent on working with local governments, coordinating with tribes, coordinating with 

watershed councils, and general calls that come in.   

Q: In a nutshell, how much overage (excess funds at the end of the budget cycle) will we be looking at if 

the budget goes as planned?   

A:  At the end of this biennium I think we will be within the same range; 25 to 30 million ending balance. 

Q:  (Jim)   I’ve heard recently that the Bonneville Power Administration wants to cut back on some of 

their Fish and Wildlife funding.  Do you have any idea yet what programs will be cut from your agency? 

A:  They’ve been cutting back on a number of habitat related programs in northeast Oregon.  Those 

discussions are going to continue.  There are a lot of uncertainties with a variety of factors including 

their spill issues and the EIS (Environmental Impact Statement) being developed along their obligations 

regarding that.  We’re not backfilling federal programs, at least not on our own volition.  If they get cut, 

we’ll stop doing that work, because it would be unsustainable.  That’s part of the reason we got into the 

unsustainable situation from 2009 through 2014.  The state wide general fund was in a really bad place.  

General fund reductions occurred every biennium for those six years, with no cuts to program, so they 

took resources out and left the Other Fund License to pay.  Without adjusting fees to sustain a new 

trajectory, programs should have been cut.  

Q:  The state of Oregon is plagued with predatory issues such as wolves and pinnipeds, largely the result 

of federal policies.  Given the amount of effort that ODFW has to spend in time and management, why 

aren’t we using federal money for that?  

A:  At lease in case of pinnipeds, that is mostly federal funds.  As far as wolves go, not as much, but our 

district biologists do have general fund now for work not related to hunting, which applies to wolf work 

and that was part of the justification for the general funds.  

Q:  Recently there has been conversation around increases in funding in terms of diversifying the 

funding base:  You guys had presentations on this and it’s been in the mix.  There was a bill in session 

and there’s still conversation around that.  How are you picturing that fitting into the upcoming budget? 

A:   There are at least 40 co-sponsors for House Resolution 4647, known as the Recovering America’s 

Wildlife Act (RAWA), which is designed to allow states to implement their state wildlife action plans - in 

our case the Conservation Strategy.  The current bill, as it is written is roughly equal in both democrat 

and republican sponsors.  Three Oregon Congressional have signed on now and our two senators are 

very supportive.  As it is written, the bill would bring in around $50 million per biennium for Oregon, and 

even if it’s half that size it’s huge.  Alternatives may include funds matching.  



Q:  Last week we were apprised of fall predictions for Buoy 10 fishery.  What would it take to be able to 

keep things as they are?  Can we add a new hatchery or somehow get more fish into the area and 

eliminate the exclusion zone?  It would go a long way toward embracing the recreational angler.  Can we 

get some more fish out there?  

A:  The Buoy 10 fishery is built on a great deal of natural production and we love natural production 

because it’s free.  We’ve had really poor ocean conditions and really poor out-migration conditions for a 

couple of years.  I wouldn’t advocate that we need hatchery production to replace that.  We’re going to 

have to just bide our time for now and get through this tough spot.   

Q:  Regarding poaching- Is it possible to get a stronger OSP presence, particularly on the east side?  

A: That might be a possibility with RAWA because it allows for expenditure on enforcement, unlike 

Pittman-Robertson, which explicitly prohibits use of funds for enforcement.  RAWA would actually 

enhance enforcement. 

Q: I have a concern with backing off of your budget proposal, especially the 8% general fund.  Are you 

concerned that the legislature will claw back that money?   

A:  We fought that battle in the 2017 session, but we won. .We have some really good allies in the 

legislative and fiscal offices and lobbyists in general as well as some legislators who are keen on 

maintaining that general fund.  We’ll continue to advocate for that. .  I think we have a good story to tell.  

We do a lot of good work for the general public that is mostly not funded by the general public.   

Comment:  Large numbers of Elk are taking over private land in eastern Oregon.  The damage is costly 

and private landowners can’t support it.  We need control.  Landowners need respect and the same 

results as anyone else.   

Q:  First, I’d like to say that you do a great job with the budget and not using only license dollars.  The 

budget document handout is excellent.  I’d like more information on the Obligated funds, as seen on 

page 17 of the handout.  Is there a place on your website where I could dig a little deeper into this? 

A: We can follow up with you on that. 

Q:  My second question is the 3 Rs (Retention, Recruitment and Reactivation).    How much the agency 

spend on this over the last biennium and how much is intended to be spent in the current biennium?  

Do you have a ballpark figure for that? 

A:  A person in the private sector would tell you that you need to spend 10-15% of their total budget on 

marketing and advertising.  We spend a tiny fraction of that.  We have one position labeled as marketer 

and some discretionary budget for small media buys and we have an exceptional coordinator for our 3R 

program.  We have a tiny marketing budget.  When we do buy advertising, like at OSU baseball games or 

such, we tend to get criticized, but our direct marketing is very small; about $100K per year.  

Partnerships with BiMart and Dick’s Sporting Goods help us to promote participation and we do reach 

out to those opportunities. 

Q:  How would you address someone who was skeptical about the how conservation and habitat will be 

managed as license sales decrease due to attrition, as indicated on page 25 of the booklet?   This decline 

is of paramount concern to the conservation community. 



A:  I think we’re using the conservation community in a very broad context.  We view the hunting and 

fishing community as part of the conservation community.  They all advocate not just for hunting and 

fishing, but also for conservation. 

Q:  Elk have migrated from public lands to private lands for a variety of reasons, which has a lot to do 

with the activities that occur on private land.  We need to figure out a good way to get some of those 

animals off the private land and back onto public land.  How can a landowner harbor elk, for instance, 

on private property that the public has no access to?  If I had an elk in a corral, I’d be told to turn it out, 

but what is the difference when 1000 elk are in a 10,000 acre fenced private property?  Why are there 

no consequences for elk being harbored or locked up? 

A:  There have been legal cases of that.  The finding was that these are a public trust resource and they 

don’t adhere or are not required to adhere to these human boundaries. 

Comment:  (David, Conservation Angler)   First, thank you and your staff for putting on this road show.  

We need to diversify funding and benefits to the public and not let that effort go fallow.  We need more 

help funding natural resource agencies in general.  It’s hard to stomach how much money is spent on 

hatchery fish.  Wild fish will continue to drive things.  How much is spent on wild production vs. 

hatchery?  Science behind adverse effects of hatchery fish is well known.  It has to be part of the 

department’s transition.  We are not getting the value of the expense with hatchery fish.  Diversify 

funding sources and limit hatchery production and expense. 

Q:  If you get authority for wildlife check stations, what would be the source of funding?  

A:  Check stations would be cost neutral.  OSP is already there.  There may be need for some signage, 

but that’s not an issue. 

Meeting ended 8:48. 


