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                            HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Capitol Address: 900 Court St NE, H-375, Salem, OR 97301 – Phone: (503) 986-1405 

rep.pammarsh@oregonlegislature.gov  - www.oregonlegislature.gov/marsh 

PAM MARSH 

STATE REPRESENTATIVE 
       DISTRICT 5 

       SOUTHERN JACKSON COUNTY 

 

 

January 2, 2020 

 
 

Director Curt Melcher 
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
4034 Fairview Industrial Drive SE 
Salem, OR 97302 
curt.melcher@state.or.us 
 

Re: Support for wild steelhead release in SW Zone and Conservation & Management Plan 

 
Dear Director Melcher, 

I join my constituents, and over 20,000 stakeholders from across the region, who have signed a 
petition asking ODFW to institute catch and release regulations for wild winter steelhead in the 
southwest zone. I support and request an emergency regulation change requiring catch and 
release of wild steelhead until resuming harvest will not have a deleterious impact on 
populations, as detailed in a Conservation and Management Plan. 

Of primary concern is ODFW’s allowance of steelhead harvest without accurate and timely 
population data. While harvest is increasing, ODFW does not know the percentage of the total 
population being harvested. In the absence of a Conversation and Management Plan, ODFW 
does not have data regarding the current population status of wild winter steelhead, 
established limits to prevent overharvest, or a plan to monitor and enforce regulations.  

The call for a Conservation and Management Plan comes from constituents and stakeholders 
who represent a variety of interests. Southwest Oregon’s wild steelhead fishery is a 
cornerstone of recreation and tourism – a measure of quality of life for locals, and an attraction 
for anglers from across the globe, whose sport creates jobs and supports regional business. At a 
time when we seek to diversify our rural economy and support the resilience of native species, 
ODFW has a key role in ensuring that steelhead populations thrive into the future.  

I support catch and release for wild winter steelhead until the commission adopts a 

Conservation and Management Plan for the South Coast species. Please employ an informed 

approach and prioritize a solid management plan for wild winter steelhead harvest. 
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Capitol Address: 900 Court St NE, H-375, Salem, OR 97301 – Phone: (503) 986-1405 

rep.pammarsh@oregonlegislature.gov  - www.oregonlegislature.gov/marsh 

 

Best regards, 

 

Pam Marsh 
Representative House District 05 
Southern Jackson County 

 

cc:  ODFW Commission Chair Mary Wahl: maryodfw@gmail.com 
ODFW Commission: odfw.commission@state.or.us 
Office of Governor Brown: Jason.MINER@oregon.gov; nik.blosser@oregon.gov 
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Jan.7,2020 STEP,  increased habitat projects equals increased abundance 
 
 
 

The Oregon South Coast Fishermen and other Salmon Trout 
Enhancement Program (STEP) organizations like them, have enhanced 
and/or increased habitat on these south coast streams by planning, 
securing funding, and successfully completing many habitat projects 
over the years.  
 
These projects have resulted in not just enhancing, but increasing 
habitat by opening up many more miles of access for these fish, some 
that had never historically supported anadromous fish, now have many 
more miles of salmon and steelhead access available to them. This has 
resulted in many more fish for future generations to enjoy. 
 
The Salmon Trout Enhancement Program was created to enhance 
Habitat, Hatcheries, and Harvest and has been a huge success. It is 
unfortunate that a special interest group such as the Native Fish Society 
can petition and attempt to dismantle a proven system that fishermen 
and biologists have worked so hard to ensure. 
 
Leonard Krug 
Executive Director Oregon South Coast Fishermen 
Brookings, Oregon 



From: Michelle Tate
To: Chris M Lorion
Cc: April H Mack
Subject: FW: ODFW COMMISSION MEETING
Date: Thursday, January 9, 2020 8:49:17 AM

Exhibit E PC

From: Curtis Edwards <edwards123.wapiti@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 8, 2020 2:19 PM
To: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@coho2.dfw.state.or.us>
Subject: ODFW COMMISSION MEETING

Mr. Chairman and fellow Commissioners,

I am writing about the continued effort to change the Wild Steelhead Harvest in Southwest 
Oregon Streams. I testified in the meeting in Bandon and brought a petition that was signed by 
fourteen fellow Curry County Sportsmen to leave the steelhead retention alone at five fish. It 
saddens me that the issue keeps coming up as a way to wear the Commission down after you 
already compromised in Bandon.

Angler recruitment is an ongoing problem that will continue to spiral downward if there is no 
harvest opportunity for the younger generation. In Curry county, angling is a tradition that is 
passed along through the generations and harvesting fish originally was the intent .Many kids 
start the recruitment process by angling in their back yards or local streams and the harvest 
impact is negligible. Approximately 7% of the streams in the Southwest Region are open to 
Wild fish harvest. I believe that the simplification of rules and the numbers from surveys 
would indicate that you should increase the opportunity of harvest in the Southwest zone. The 
Umpqua has a well documented (close to 74 year average) and monitored fish run that I can 
not see a reason for the consistency throughout the region to make the call for the harvest of 
three wild fish a year like elsewhere.

The tools for managing fish in the Southwest Zone are in place and doing a great job. The 
Coastal Multispecies Conservation and Management Plan is driving most of the management. 
An example is Rogue River Summer Steelhead...no harvest other than hatchery fish. Rogue 
River Winter Steelhead no wild harvest until January when the more robust run enters the 
river. Sixes River is an unknown, so evaluation and then check it against the plan.

I see that there is a concern with fishing pressure also mentioned in the petition, and I agree 
that in some instances it is a problem. It has been determined that it is a social issue, not 
biological so it is in the Marine Boards jurisdiction.

In conclusion, the tools are in place to manage these fisheries into the future and I hope that 
fourth generation Oregonians insight may carry more weight than a blank petitioner from 
Argentina.

Respectfully,
Curtis Edwards
P.O. Box 409 
Gold Beach, OR 97444
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From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Southwest Zone Winter Steelhead
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:25:16 PM

 
 
April
 
April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)
 
 
From: Aron Cutsforth <aroncutsforth@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, January 12, 2020 2:29 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Southwest Zone Winter Steelhead
 
Very rarely has the ODFW commission gone against the recommendations of the staff. If the
nonclipped steelhead populations in southern Oregon were so low that the runs would cease to
exist if a small amount of retention by sport anglers were to continue, don't you think that your
biologists would have recommended a closure to retention? You even follow staff
recommendations to not allow sub-bag limits for rock fish because they think it would be
"confusing to anglers".
 
The native fish society petition is purely based on emotion and opinion. They cherry pick data
from biased studies and outdated information. They lead uninformed people, those that
signed their petition, to believe that there are no protections in place for unclipped salmon
and steelhead in Oregon and that they are practically extinct.  Their end goal is to eliminate all
hatchery produced salmon and steelhead in Oregon's rivers, nothing else. They are using this
petition as a stepping stone to do so. Next they will propose more gear and bait restrictions,
which already seasonally exist, to eliminate the majority of sport fisherman as they have
already attempted to do on many other Oregon rivers. 
 
The fishing guides and travel agencies pushing for closure are doing so purely for their
personal monetary gain. Several of the guides supporting this petition have recently posted
pictures of themselves and their clients with wild winter steelhead that they have harvested.
Which, leads one to question what their motivations are truly are. My guess is money. Several
of them have stated that winter steelhead fishing has been "tough" the last couple of years. I
disagree. It's more about being in the right place at the right time and using more effective
gear. Or, maybe they just aren't as good as they think they are. 
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Want to make positive decisions for improved salmon and steelhead runs in Oregon? Improve
and restore habitat and reduce predation, bring back hatch boxes, which worked very well and
provide more support to the STEP programs, publicize volunteer opportunities for habitat
projects and brood stock programs. I have talked to many anglers that don't even know these
programs even exist. 
 
With decreased opportunity, comes decreased participation, inturn, effecting revenue for your
department. 
 
Don't bend over to the native fish society, their opinions, their emotions or their flawed
ideologies.
 
Aron Cutsforth
Central Point, OR



From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Statement in opposition to Native Fish Society Petition for Temporary Rule Change for Catch and Release in

the Southwest Zone
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:26:02 PM

 
 
April
 
April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)
 
 
From: Bill Divens <bill@salmonkinglodge.com> 
Sent: Saturday, January 11, 2020 1:21 PM
To: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@coho2.dfw.state.or.us>
Subject: Statement in opposition to Native Fish Society Petition for Temporary Rule Change for
Catch and Release in the Southwest Zone
 
This correspondence is in response to EXHIBIT E: SOUTHWEST ZONE WINTER STEELHEAD
PETITION to be considered by the commission at the Jan 17, 2020 meeting.

I am a fishing guide on the Lower Rogue and nearby rivers. In previous chapters of my life, I
earned a PhD in chemistry, led 2 venture funded startups and managed in larger Silicon Valley
enterprises. I moved to Gold Beach for both its natural beauty and fishing opportunities that
the Rogue River offers, including, the ability for my clients and family to enjoy a meal of wild
caught salmon and steelhead. I support leaving current wild steelhead harvest regulations
(1/day and 3/year) in place and denying the Harvey Young / Native Fish Society’s petition to
stop all wild steelhead harvest in the Southwest Region. 

I have successfully dealt with both engineers pushing pet projects based on cherry picked
science and flawed decision-making processes within larger organizations and hope that my
view of the no wild steelhead harvest petition through the lens of my experience is helpful to
the commission.

 I will start with the decision-making process and move on to invalidate the arguments made
in the petition. But, first, I want to compliment ODFW staff for their analysis in the Attachment
1 to Exhibit E. I’ve carefully read all 10 pages and would urge the commission to do the same.

mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us
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Your staff makes a powerful fact-based argument for denying the petition and keeping current
conservative wild steelhead harvest regulations (1 per day / 3 per year) in place.

 PROCESS

1.      Petition is a horrible way to regulate fish harvest – ODFW employs fisheries biologists
who study fish populations and environmental trends and through the various processes
within ODFW set harvest limits. If you don’t trust your biologists, replace them with more
competent biologists. If you do trust your biologists, ignore the petition. It’s that simple.

2.      Appeasement doesn’t work – Just ask Neville Chamberlain how well that worked with
Hitler in the buildup to WW2. The last time the radical anti-hatchery group Native Fish Society
brought a no harvest petition, the commission lowered the annual take from 5 to 3. Now NFS
is back asking for no harvest. What’s next – a petition to close hatcheries? Spoiler alert – this is
NFS's end game. 
Appeasement never works. Sometimes you just have to say no to bad ideas and realize that
you can’t please everyone.

3.      Take arguments made by zealots with a grain of salt – I’ve read the letters to the
commission as of 2 Jan 2020 including the Native Fish Society’s letter written by  Mr.
Sherwood supporting no harvest and the fact based rebuttal to Mr. Sherwood’s “facts” about
steelhead on the Sixes River by Richard Nawa, a subject matter expert with over 30 yr.
experience studying and managing steelhead. It’s a pretty brutal fact-based takedown of Mr.
Sherwood’s letter. If the Native Fish Society gets this much wrong about one river, imagine
how flawed the rest of their argument is.

4.      Beware of zealots attacking process –The letter from Native Fish Society’s Conrad
Gowell and its attachment -  Information Flow in Fisheries Management: Systemic Distortion
within Agency Hierarchies tries to suggest that ODFW’s decision making process is so flawed
that harvest decisions made through petitions from an emotion based, cherry picked science
group like NFS is the right way to manage a fishery. Really?!? From a group like Native Fish
Society that starts out with an agenda – no hatcheries and no wild harvest and supports it with
cherry picked and often times wrong science, this argument is laughable.

 

RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS IN THE PETITION

Arguments against assertions made in the Young / NFS petition to stop retention of wild
steelhead in the Southwest Region.

 1.      Poor ocean conditions affected our salmon run and will also affect
steelhead runs



In NFS’s “Reasoning” section, they argue that poor ocean conditions affecting salmon
will also affect steelhead. If this is the heart of their case, this petition is DOA once they
run it by the biologists. Without getting into all the details (ODFW biologists did a great
detailed job in Attachement 1 to Exhibit E), the Huntley Park netting numbers this past
summer show that both half pounder and adult steelhead counts are close to 10 year
averages. 

TAKEAWAY – Steelhead, at least on the Rogue, found food in the ocean where the
salmon did not. It tests the bounds of credulity to state that salmon and steelhead are
tied to the exact same ocean food chains when the data clearly shows a different
outcome.

 2.      Regulation Consistency

In Section 1.b, Young  / NFS argues that for simplicity’s sake we should have consistent
regulations on every river in the Southwest Region. This flies in the face of reason.
Using NFS’s reasoning, for simplicity’s sake, we should make the speed limit on 101
either 55mph or 25mph through all of Curry and Coos counties. We don’t do that
because, every section of 101 has its own safe speed. Similarly, every section of every
river needs its own regulations regarding steelhead spawning on gravel.

 Every river in the Southwest Region is unique. For example, the main stem of
the Rogue is just a transit corridor for steelhead migrating to the tributaries
and upper Rogue. With limited road access and, on a per mile basis, low
angling effort, in river harvest on the lower Rogue really can’t hurt the wild
steelhead populations. If we move to areas of the Rogue or its tributaries
where steelhead hold and spawn and have easier access and much higher
fishing pressure, regulations for harvest of wild steelhead may need to be
more restrictive. 

TAKEAWAY – Each section of each river needs different regulations, because the
situation is different. If harvesting wild steelhead doesn’t materially affect their
population, then there is no reason not to allow a limited harvest. If it does, then
harvest needs to be restricted.

That’s why we need to let trained BIOLOGISTS decide the proper regulations for
each river, not petitioners. 

3.      Steelhead fishing has been really tough the last couple of years.

On Page 4 of the petition NFS makes the false argument that steelhead fishing has



been tough. We have to ask when, where and for whom. When water conditions are
good, steelhead fishing on the lower Rogue has been outstanding over the past few
years. The steelhead have been big and fat. When the Rogue is flooded or cold, low
and clear, fishing is tough, but, that doesn’t mean the fish are there, they are just
tough to catch.

This statement is meant to read as applying to all of the Southwest Region rivers and it
is just wrong.

TAKEAWAY – This is a subjective statement of personal experience which is not
replicated by other anglers or on other rivers. Yet another reason we should let
decisions about wild take made by trained biologists stand and not be overridden
by an emotion driven petition.

 

4.      FINAL ARGUMENTS

A temporary rule change should only be in response to a real emergency. NFS has
not established any type of emergency.

4.1 The argument that poor near shore ocean conditions that affected the food chain
for salmon that caused lower returns of smaller salmon will also affect steelhead is
demonstrably false. Huntley Park net counts are within 10-year averages for the
summer of 2019. Clearly, at least Rogue steelhead are doing just fine even with limited
wild harvest.

4.2 Consistency of regulations across a specific region is nonsensical. Every section
of every river needs to managed individually by BIOLOGISTS. Some rivers can sustain
a limited wild harvest with negligible effect and others cannot.

4.3 Trained biologists need to make determinations of fish harvest. We set a
dangerous precedent if we allow a passionate but misguided group to set harvest
regulation by petition.

 

Best Regards,
Bill Divens
Owner and Guide
Salmon King Lodge Guide Service
Voice & Text 530-941-2398
Rogue and Nearby Rivers
Gold Beach, OR



From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Wild steelhead ban on Chetco River
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:26:11 PM

 
 
April
 
April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)
 
 
From: John <jrfoht1963@charter.net> 
Sent: Saturday, January 11, 2020 10:51 AM
To: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@coho2.dfw.state.or.us>
Subject: Wild steelhead ban on Chetco River
 
I am opposed to banning any further the retention of wild steelhead on the Chetco River. I
have been a member of Oregon South Coast Fishermen for twenty years, and having worked
closely with the ODFW biologists,
I know that the Chetco river has always had a healthy wild and hatchery steelhead population.
I didn’t think changing the number of wild steelhead from 5 to 3 would do anything anyway as
most recreational steelhead fishermen never catch that many wild steelhead anyway, and if
they do they usually release them or donate them to ODFW for the hatchery. Reducing it to
none would not be the right thing to do.  It would be unfair for the person who only catches
one or two steelhead in a season to not be able to keep a wild steelhead. This petition is being
put forth by the ones who year after year take most of the steelhead in the Chetco River, They
are the guides who every day possible float the river with 2 to 4 fishermen. If they were so
concerned, they could make a pact for guides to not keep any wild steelhead.  Also these are
same guides who use their motors to continuously float by a steelhead hole such as Piling
Hole, and then motor back up and hit it again over and over. I have always thought that
motors on the Chetco should be restricted to below the bridge for estuary fishing. Thank you
for taking the time to read this email.
 
                                    John Foht
                                    Brookings, Or.
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From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Retention of wild steelhead
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:26:23 PM

April

April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)

-----Original Message-----
From: Ron Morro <ronm39@charter.net>
Sent: Saturday, January 11, 2020 7:55 AM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Retention of wild steelhead

Please listen to your people whom you have hired. They have the education and experience. The people in the
Southwest zone are exceptionally qualified to advise you. Besides their education and years of experience they have
studies to substantiate their comments Well minded people have good intentions but nothing else.
Thank you,
Ronald P. Morro

Sent from my iPad
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From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Umpqua spring chinook
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:27:00 PM

April

April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)

-----Original Message-----
From: DOUG DENNETT <djdennett@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 6:20 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Umpqua spring chinook

My name is doug Dennett.. I have fished the umpqua for approximately 55 years.. I was a lawyer here before my
retirement 7 years ago. I have watched  the slow decline of our fishery.. I am told your agency is thinking of having
non retention of wild spring chinook.. I commend you on your regulation limiting the annual limit to 5 .. further
reduction would go a long way in addressing any problem.. the major contributing factor to reduced resources is the
commercial guide business.. this is not sport fishing.. your reduction in limits do not stop the guides from killing a
major portion of the spring fish,, they load their boat with new fisherman.. they get to fish with 3 to 5 rods each trip..
the trips are daily .. they are claiming all the good holes on the lower umpqua sleeping in a good hole for weeks and
having someone tag team the same hole.. this has been happening for the past 8 years a few more each year.. they
put incredible stress on the fish and kill 89 percent of the fish caught.. although they are commercial fisherman they
are pretty much unregulated .. my suggestion for the good of the spring run restrict the guides instead of punishing
the sport fisherman ..

Doug Dennett
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mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us


 

January 10, 2020 

To: Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission 

From: Conrad Gowell, Native Fish Fellowship Director 

            Mark Sherwood, Executive Director 

Re: Native Fish Society Comments on the Need to Adopt a Temporary Rule to Restrict Wild 

Steelhead Harvest in Southwestern Oregon. 

Dear Chair Wahl and the members of the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission, 

Thank you for the opportunity to voice our concerns, once again, on the wild steelhead fisheries 

in Southwest Oregon. The petition started by Harvey Young, a local fishing guide, continues to 

grow with over 23,800 signers concerned about the health of wild steelhead populations. We 

are providing comments in the public forum because of the continued interest from community 

members who have reached out to us. Based on the action taken during the September 2018 

commission meeting, the revised petition now asks for a temporary pause on wild winter 

steelhead for the remainder of the 2020 season. 

To give recently appointed commissioners some background, The Native Fish Society (NFS) is a 

501(c)3 conservation non-profit, dedicated to utilizing the best available science to advocate for 

the protection and recovery of wild, native fish and promote the stewardship of the habitats 

that sustain us all. The Native Fish Society works with local communities and agencies to ensure 

fisheries contribute to the long term health of naturally regenerating fish populations. We 

promote healthy fisheries, reform harmful fisheries, and organize fisheries to protect the most 

vulnerable species encountered from harm. We recognize the value of both consumptive and 

non-consumptive fisheries, and we promote respectful fishing by all user groups. We define 

respectful fisheries as those tailored to the biological needs of the individual fish and the health 

or biological status of the entire run. We believe in wild fish for all - for people, the ecosystem, 

and for the fish themselves.  

NFS has 4,500 members and supporters, and 83 grassroots advocates that help safeguard fish 

across the Pacific Northwest. In the Southwest Zone we have 11 locally based River Stewards 

who care for their homewaters on the Chetco, Rogue, North Umpqua, South Umpqua, Pistol, 

and Hunter Creek. Further, our River Stewards, Fellows, staff, members and supporters live, 

 



 
 

work, and travel to fish in the Southwest Zone, and have a keen interest in the long term 

protection of the areas iconic fish. 

We continue to voice our concern for steelhead in the Southwest Zone, and will attach our prior 

testimony to demonstrate our history on the topic.  The purpose of these comments is to 

ensure you understand how the Native Fish Society has come to the conclusion that a 

temporary pause on the harvest of wild winter steelhead is necessary. 

In August of 2018 the Native Fish Society submitted a public data request of wild steelhead 

harvest data in Southwest Oregon streams to evaluate the condition of the recreational 

fisheries.  A portion of these streams are within the geographic region covered by the Coastal 

Multi-species Conservation and Management Plan adopted by the ODFW Commission in 2014, 

and a portion of these streams are outside of those bounds, where a conservation and 

management planning process is now underway.  

After receiving the raw catch card data, it is necessary to exclude hatchery fish and apply an 

expansion factor to account for non-reported harvest and non-reporting bias.  Catch statistics 

provided annually by ODFW normally do not include a breakout of hatchery and wild fish, and 

while many of these rivers do not have an associated hatchery program, fish that stray from 

other rivers can skew the analysis if not accounted for. 

The statistical methods for the catch card expansion factor were developed in 1964 by Hicks 

and Calvin at Oregon State University and have remained unchanged.  The methods rely on 

understanding harvest characteristics of anglers who voluntarily return harvest tags compared 

to those who don’t.  The model then relates those trends back to the total population of 

anglers to estimate catch.  While there are many assumptions that take place in the process, 

expansion factors remained relatively stable from the period of 1995-2011.  In recent years, the 

expansion factor has increased substantially - by over 300%.  A significant departure was 

detected in 2018, likely due to the transition to ODFW’s new electronic licensing system (ELS) 

and a decline in the return of harvest tags. Remember, the return of harvest tags is entirely 

voluntary.  It should also be noted that other changes in the way that wild fish were reported 

on harvest tags took place in 2004-2005 run year, which may have also biased that years’ 

results. When fewer harvest tags are returned and the expansion factor increases dramatically, 

the confidence of the total harvest estimate declines. As a result, in recent years, we’re 

becoming less and less confident in the estimate of harvest and should respond by taking more 

and more precaution. 

Because this expansion factor varies from year to year (and is calculated based on the calendar 

year) it is difficult to apply those expansion factors to species, such as winter steelhead, whose 

run-year transects the calendar year.  In order to remain consistent with the expansion factor 

 



 
 

calculations, we have opted to report harvest rates within that same calendar year framework. 

This varies slightly from the numbers reported by ODFW staff, which may lead to slight 

discrepancy, especially in the Rogue and Chetco Rivers where wild winter steelhead are caught 

in November and December. We believe both of these analysis methods are statistically 

problematic,  but the results do not change drastically.  

Figure 1. Expansion Factors from 1995-2018.  

 

Rivers with Increasing Harvest 

Streams including the Sixes, Elk River, Illinois, certain sections of the Rogue River, and Chetco 

River have all displayed increasing trends of wild steelhead harvest between 2004 and 2018. In 

general, these are the larger rivers of this region that have greater numbers of anglers, and 

where the majority of the harvest is taking place.  Also, our numbers for 2017 and 2018 have 

changed slightly from our last memo to the commission, due to receiving updated raw catch 

data from ODFW.  The trends in these data align with on the ground angler reports that the 

 



 
 

petition signers have observed: angling pressure and the number of fish harvested are 

increasing in the Sixes, Elk, Rogue, and Chetco rivers.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Streams displaying a decreasing trend in wild steelhead harvest include sections of the upper 

Rogue River (Grave Creek to Gold Ray Dam), Euchre Creek, Winchuck River, Pistol River, and 

Hunter Creek.  The majority of these streams are smaller watersheds.  With the increasing 

expansion factor, and small sample sizes outside of the one section of the Rogue River, these 

data are very sensitive to non-reporting bias.  While this is the best information available, the 

Commission should be wary of the confidence of these numbers because our ability to detect a 

trend is much lower. On the ground observations by local community members have 

anecdotally reported angler effort and harvest trends similar to the larger coastal rivers. Similar 

to the other rivers mentioned above, data from 2017 and 2018 may vary slightly due to 

receiving updated raw catch card information from ODFW.  

 

 



 
 

 
 



 
 

 

 

 



 
 

Understanding how the harvest rates are calculated is important to understanding trends, and 

the confidence we have while regulating fisheries based on this data.  However, it is only a 

portion of the information needed.  Sparse data also exist for total population size, a critical 

piece of information to determine harvest rates. 

For streams within the boundary of the Coastal Multispecies Management and Conservation 

Plan (CMP), a 10% harvest cap was adopted by the Commission.  Previously, we cited an ODFW 

report that estimated a total population size of approximately 1000 fish in the Sixes River.  In 

the most recent ODFW staff report, an alternative method, based on habitat area and spawning 

surveys throughout the strata was used, with the caveat that not enough data existed in 2018 

to determine abundance. As we’ve stated before, this new estimate of harvest rates on the 

Sixes River suggests the fishery has both met and exceeded its 10% cap over the past few years. 

The four year average harvest presented by ODFW is 9%, but this does not include any 

accounting for catch and release mortality (5-10% of fish encountered) or a buffer for illegal or 

unreported harvest. What the Sixes River indicates is that we’re at or exceeding our harvest 

limits and action is needed to reduce risk and comply with the harvest limits set by the 

Commission in 2014.  

South of the Sixes River, adult steelhead monitoring efforts within the populations of Rogue, 

and southern coastal rivers, were suspended in 2009 and 2015 respectively. As a result, we 

have no adult population estimate to understand harvest rates. Trying to account for what’s 

happened in this fishery over the past few years is like only having a few receipts for spending 

and knowing very little about what’s in our bank account. Oregon’s Steelhead Management 

Policy requires the state to, “monitor the status of wild steelhead populations so that long-term 

trends … can be determined” in order to sustain healthy and abundant populations of wild 

steelhead. Current monitoring efforts do not reach the minimum threshold required by statute.  

Given the poor understanding of population abundance, increasing harvest trends, the 

concentration of anglers from neighboring regions with fishery closures, the region wide 

declines and many active crises for wild fish, and the increasing environmental stressors from 

climate change including drought, fire, and challenging ocean conditions we conclude that 

allowing the wild winter steelhead fishery to continue forward with the status quo ignores 

many warning signs and the precautionary strategies called for in Native Fish Conservation 

Policy, “when faced with scientific uncertainty, including status assessments…”  

In total, it would take fewer than 1,200 people (roughly the population of Port Orford) to 

harvest more wild steelhead during this season than ever before -- and at this point no-one, 

including the department, would know this had happened until long after this crisis had 

occurred. Similar red flags have emerged in every anadromous fish population prior to their 

 



 
 

being listed under the Endangered Species Act.  For wild steelhead, Southern Oregon is one of 

the last places where an unprecedented lack of data and significant harvest risk continues to 

play out unchecked.  

We respectfully ask that the Commission adopt the temporary rules to pause harvest until a 

Conservation and Management Plan is completed by the department and adopted by the 

Commission.  

Best Regards,  

 

Conrad Gowell  

Fellowship Program Director  

 

Mark Sherwood 

Executive Director  

 



A Summary of the Oregon Fish & Wildlife Commission’s Regulatory and Statutory 
Authority to Protect Native Fish and Duty to Prevent Overharvest 

 
The purpose of Oregon’s Native Fish Conservation Policy is to ensure the conservation 

and recovery of native fish in Oregon.1 One of the key elements of the Policy is that naturally 
produced fish are foundational to the long-term sustainability of native fish species, hatchery 
programs, and fisheries in Oregon.2 “Therefore, conservation of naturally produced native fish 
species in the geographic areas to which they are indigenous is the Department’s principal 
obligation for fish management.”3 
 

The Native Fish Conservation Policy is implemented primarily through conservation  
plans adopted by the Commission, such as Oregon’s Steelhead Management Policy.4 According 
to this Policy, two of the main objectives of steelhead management are to “protect wild 
populations from overharvest5” and “monitor the status of wild steelhead populations so that 
long-term trends … can be determined” in order to sustain healthy and abundant populations of 
wild steelhead.6 Another stated objective is to “provide recreational angling opportunities 
reflecting the desires of the public while minimizing impacts on wild fish.”7  

 
The Commission has broad statutory authority to adopt rules and standards that it 

considers necessary and proper to implement the policy and objectives of ORS 496.012 (Wildlife 
policy) and perform the functions vested by law in the Commission.8 Oregon’s Wildlife Policy 
states that “wildlife shall be managed to prevent serious depletion of any indigenous species 
and to provide the optimum recreational and aesthetic benefits for present and future 
generations of the citizens of this state.”9  
 

Specifically, Oregon statute requires the Commission––based on the supply and 
condition of wildlife––to prescribe the times, places, and manner in which wildlife may be taken 
and the amounts of each of those wildlife species that may be taken and possessed, as well as 
“other restrictions or procedures regarding the angling, taking, hunting, trapping or possessing of 
wildlife as the commission determines will carry out the provisions of wildlife laws.”10 One such 
law is Oregon’s Policy to Recover and Sustain Native Stocks.11 According to this statute: 

 
it is declared to be a goal of the people of the State of Oregon to achieve recovery 
and sustainability of native stocks of salmon and trout. In order to achieve this 
goal in a cost-effective manner, the State of Oregon shall … ensure that the level 
of harvest does not exceed the capacity of stocks to reproduce themselves.”12 

                                                 
1 OAR 635-007-0502(1) (Purpose of the Native Fish Conservation Policy). 
2 OAR 635-007-0504(1) (Key Elements of Native Fish Conservation Policy).  
3 Id. (emphasis added). 
4 OAR 635-007-0505(1) (Implementing the Native Fish Conservation Policy). 
5 ODFW’s current management target for coastal winter steelhead harvest is <10%. Coastal Multi-Species 
Conservation & Management Plan (2014), pp. 171, Table A-III:3.  
6 OAR 635-500-0020 (Steelhead Management Goals and Objectives) (emphasis added). 
7 Id. (emphasis added). 
8 ORS 496.138(2) (Commission Policies and Programs). 
9 ORS 496.012 (Wildlife policy) (emphasis added). 
10 ORS 496.162 (Establishing seasons, amounts and manner of taking wildlife). 
11 ORS 496.435 (Policy to recover and sustain native stocks). 
12 Id. (emphasis added). 



From: Michelle Tate
To: Chris M Lorion
Cc: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Please oppose the Southwest Zone Winter Steelhead temporary closure.
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 5:32:29 PM

Exhibit E PC

-----Original Message-----
From: Mike Miller <mikemiller03@wildblue.net>
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 5:22 PM
To: ODFW.Commission@state.or.us
Subject: Please oppose the Southwest Zone Winter Steelhead temporary closure.

I am opposed to the temporary Southwest Zone Winter Steelhead closure and support the ODFW staff analysis and
recommendations.  Wait for the Stakeholder process to engage more of the public.  Outreach for a commission
meeting is not adequate public involvement.

I have fished and worked in land management in Southwest Oregon for 35 years.  The majority of winter steelhead
habitat  (93%)is not open to steelhead harvest.

The Southwest Zone has a very healthy population of wild steelhead with very low numbers of hatchery steelhead. 
If you close Southwest Zone to wild steelhead you should refund the $46 salmon/steelhead tag fee.

Mike Miller
32435 Edson Creek Rd
Gold Beach, OR 97444
Curry County

mikemiller03@wildblue.net
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From: Michelle Tate
To: Chris M Lorion
Cc: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Wild Steelhead
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 5:17:09 PM

Exhibit E PC
 

From: Randy Hecker <rlguideservice@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:55 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Wild Steelhead
 
Dear Commission members,
 
I am a fishing guide.  I have spent many days on the  Rogue River fishing for Salmon and Steelhead in
fact it is my home river. There are many contributing factors to the life cycle of our Steelhead and
Salmon.  When considering any action I urge you that it be based on science and not emotion. It is my
understanding from the STEP biologist in our area that we have a healthy wild Steelhead run on the
Rogue River. The STEP biologist assures me if we were to have a significant decrease in run numbers
immediate action would be taken at a local level.  I have witnessed no appreciable difference in the catch
rate of wild fish over the last few years.  Please do not penalize the many to appease the few. I am sure
you are aware of the economic repercussions that a decision to once again decrease the retention limit of
fish would have on the supporting business of the Rogue River.
 
Thank you,
 
Randy Hecker
R L Guide Service
rlguideservice@yahoo.com
541-474-3259
995 Summer Ln
Grants Pass Or 97526
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L Krug 1-17-20 
 

My name is Leonard Krug. I’m from Brookings, I’m a member of the 
Salmon, Trout Enhancement Program, and a life-long southern Oregon 
resident Angler. 
 

I’d like to point out that in addition to the signatures and letters from 
other organizations that support harvest, the almost 600 signatures 
that aren’t from other states or even other countries, but from Oregon 
Angler license holders, as well as some of the letters that you have 
received from; Jackson County, Coos County, and Tillamook County 
Board of Commissioners, Court Boice of the Curry Co. commissioners, 
The Brookings, Gold Beach, and Port Orford City Councils. Mary 
Shamehorn, the Mayor of Bandon, the Gold Beach Visitors center, the 
Northwest Sportfishing Industry Association, Andy Martin, the OCA, the 
SCA and to be clear, unanimous support in favor of harvest from the 
officers and Board members of the Oregon South Coast Fishermen. And 
maybe the best one, the ODFW staff summary also requesting that you 
deny the request! 
 The proposed rule change would have a negative impact on the 
economy as well as the fishery. 
If you look just 10 miles south of the Chetco river, to the CA Smith river, 
before they went to no harvest of wild steelhead, you would see a 
thriving economy, chock-full of all types of boats and fishermen. The 
local business’s made much of their profits for the year during winter 
steelhead season. Times were good! Until they went to non-retention 
for wild steelhead. 

Then, everything changed. If you ask Mike Finley, long-time 
owner of the Hiouchi Hamlet Café, he’ll tell you that he lost  
25% of his annual revenue due to the rule change. If you ask 
the Iconic Smith river guide Mick Thomas, he’ll tell you that 
he had to close down his Hiouchi tackle shop and move some 
of his fishing trips to the Chetco because of loss of business 
due to the rule change.  



And True Value Hardware, that once had a large portion of its store 
devoted to fishing tackle, doesn’t have any fishing tackle at all! 
If you ask long-time Smith river resident and Legendary fishing guide 
Mike Coopman, he’ll tell you that he believed that the rule change 
would help to increase the abundance of steelhead. Now he’ll tell you 
how mistaken he was! He and others like him will tell you that the rule 
change did not increase abundance, and it devastated their economy.  
The Chetco river consistently out-fishes the Smith. The annual Rowdy 
cr. Derby is a simple illustration of this. Last year’s numbers are a 
typical example: 
Smith river; 20 fish landed, Chetco river 71 fish were landed! 
Our Oregon management strategies really are the envy of CA! 
 
I’ll never forget when my son caught his first steelhead. He was so 
excited! We took that fish home and prepared it for dinner that night. I 
still remember how proud he was. 
That’s what this is really about. Harvest. 
 
The Native Fish Society makes it no secret that they want to eliminate 
all harvest of steelhead and salmon from these streams.  
It would be devastating for the fish as well as the state of Oregon to 
adopt a culture of anti-harvest. 
 
 



Dave Kuehn 1-17-20 
 

My name is Dave Kuehn and I’m the President of the Oregon South 
Coast Fishermen in Brookings Oregon. 
I’d like to begin by stating that we believed that we had mutual 
agreement on this subject by all parties. We believed that we had a 
plan to work through a Conservation plan for the best possible 
outcome. We believed. Were we mistaken, were we deceived? 
Contrary to what the Native Fish Society will try and lead you to 
believe, the vast majority of the public IS in favor of a sustainable 
harvest for wild winter steelhead. 
The 2019 poll conducted by the state of Oregon plus, the 2014 poll, 
along with the OSCF’s poll, all clearly show that the overwhelming 
majority of both the general public and licensed OREGON anglers alike, 
support harvest.  
Please note that the Native Fish Society has signatures from people that 
are just signing to sign an environmental petition. They could not 
possibly understand the complexities of the issue. The signatures are 
from everywhere from Delaware, to New York, to Argentina, BOLIVIA? 
Really? 
As a Salmon Trout Enhancement Program group, I can tell you that we 
have spent years, working very hard to enhance and increase habitat 
on these streams and have opened many more miles of access for 
these fish, some that had never historically supported anadromous fish. 
This has resulted in more fish for future generations to enjoy. 
The STEP programs mission is to promote HABITAT, HATCHERIES, and 
HARVEST, and has been a huge success. It is unfortunate that a special 
interest group such as the Native Fish Society can petition and attempt 
to dismantle a proven system of management that the public and 
ODFW have worked so hard to create. 
These fish are not threatened, they are not endangered, they are not 
listed. We have the evidence to support a sustainable harvest. Contrary 
to what the Native Fish Society will tell you, our ODFW staff is quick to 



enact conservation measures when there is any doubt. Look at the 
Rogue Spring Chinook conservation measures that have been crafted, 
look at the 2019 south coast Fall Chinook conservation closure, and last 
Fridays announcement of the mainstem Umpqua spring chinook 
closure. When there is a problem, ODFW is quick to address it. 
The Native Fish Society is quick to point out that they are not only 
anti-hatchery, but an anti-harvest organization as well when it comes 
to salmonids.  
I respectfully request that the commission give our ODFW staff and 
their opinion the respect that they deserve, and let the people know 
that you will not be mis-lead into adopting anti-harvest beliefs. 
 
The ODFW staff has neatly packaged and presented their summary, 
along with a recommendation for a denial of this request for a rule 
change.  
Please do not dis-empower our ODFW staff by further empowering the 
Native Fish Society. 
 

 



From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Petition to Remove Harvest of Wild Winter Steelhead from South Coast Rivers Exhibit E
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 12:25:04 PM

April

April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)

-----Original Message-----
From: Reese Bender <striperfisher1@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 10:58 AM
To: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@coho2.dfw.state.or.us>
Cc: Cliff Lance Adrienne <adrienne.cliff@charter.net>
Subject: Petition to Remove Harvest of Wild Winter Steelhead from South Coast Rivers Exhibit E

ODFW Commissioners:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Petition to remove harvest of wild Winter Steelhead in the South 
Coast Angling Regulation Zone.  I have lived on the South Coast of Oregon for over 50 years.  The first 8 years of 
my career with ODFW were spent on a Research Project on Elk and Sixes rivers as a Fisheries Biologist working 
with Dr. Paul Reimers.  While the emphasis of our work was on Fall Chinook Salmon we did learn a lot about the 
wild populations of Winter Steelhead in those  basins.  My entire 30 year career with ODFW was spent on the South 
Coast between Port Orford and the Charleston offices.

Our research showed very large numbers of juvenile steelhead rearing in Elk and Sixes rivers during the 8 years I 
was there.  These runs of steelhead are long protracted runs that enter these rivers from mid-November through 
April.  During this period there are always significant freshets that allow good numbers of wild  steelhead to migrate 
upstream with almost no harvest due to water conditions, unlike Fall Chinook runs, which migrate upstream during 
lower water conditions.  These wild runs are healthy and can sustain the limited harvest that these restrictive 
regulations allow.  There was no scientific or biological justification for reducing the regulation from 1 in 5 to 1 in 
3.

These issues will be addressed in the ongoing planning process that is underway with stakeholder input.

I have fished extensively on South Coast rivers for steelhead since 1969 with most of my effort on the Rogue, Sixes 
and Elk rivers and have seen no change in the numbers of wild fish.  Occasionally keeping a steelhead on these 
rivers is very important to many of the local residents as they utilize local salmon and steelhead as an important part 
of their diet.

I agree with the Staff recommendation to deny the Petition as there is no scientific or biological justification to 
eliminate the very limited harvest of wild Winter Steelhead on these streams.

Sincerely,

Reese Bender
Fishery Biologist, Retired

mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us
mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us


From: Michelle Tate
To: Chris M Lorion; April H Mack
Subject: FW: Emergency Wild Steelhead retention closure.
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 3:36:08 PM

Exhibit E PC

-----Original Message-----
From: michael hutchings <traxalot@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 2:56 PM
To: steve.j.mazur@state.or.us; Michelle.L.Tate@state.or.us
Subject: Emergency Wild Steelhead retention closure.

Michael Hutchings
32040 Watson Ln.
Gold Beach, Or. 97444

January 13, 2020

To whom it may concern;
     I am writing this letter to express my concern as well as to protest and dispute the validity of The Native Fish
Society’s claims made in their  petition to institute an emergency ban on the retention of Wild Steelhead in
Southwestern Oregon rivers and streams specifically the Rogue River.  I am a retired General Engineering
Contractor from California I have fished all of my life. I have lived on the San Joaquin River in the Ca. Delta.  I
have fished steelhead in many Ca. and SW Oregon Rivers and Streams including the Russian, Trinity, Klamath,
Smith, Chetco, Elk, Sixes and mainly the Rogue. I currently live on the banks of the Rogue across from the Huntley
Park seining site and have lived here for the past 7 years, I fish almost daily, from both the bank and in a boat as
weather and water conditions allow. I have an archive of short video clips and photos Depicting water conditions
and fish caught in past years. Fishermen that Fish the Rogue on a regular basis know that a substantial November
rain will signal the beginning of the Winter Steelhead run, Historically most of the fish caught between November
and January are wild and generally weather permitting only die hard anglers will fish Winter Steelhead in this Nov
to Jan 1st window because the predominance of fish caught are Wild and cannot be retained prior to Jan 1st. River
flows and water clarity usually determine the method of catch, on the Rogue due to restricted bank access Plunking
tends to be the predominant  method of catch. As flows improve Guides and Anglers with Access to Jet boats will sit
slots or side drift spots that have restricted shore access, it is rare to see Drift boats as flows above 5000 cfs can
present a problem for less experienced anglers. In general it is rare to see Guide or Sport boats on the river prior to
Jan 1st which IMO is mainly due to the inability to retain Wild Steelhead, we see the same scenario happen in the
Springer fishery, less boats before June 1st more boats After when the retention of Wild Springers is allowed. As
with most Winter Steelhead fisheries rainfall dictates fish movement and accessibility. This year Nov thru Jan we
have had just enough rain to keep the Rogue in accessible fishing shape as a result Our catch rates are up and to date
the predominance of fish caught were wild. This is contrary to River conditions in past years when High water
conditions have not allowed angler access to the Rogue which means the Steelhead have enjoyed unencumbered
access to their spawning  grounds. These observations are based on my daily life both observing and fishing on the
Rogue. To quote a line from the  ODFW’s assessment as illustrated on page 4 in their Agenda Item Summary to this
Committee in which they state that “Steelhead populations in the Southwest Zone are limited Environmental
conditions not Harvest”.  I would implore this Committee to read the ODFW’s report in full.
     To date myself and a buddy have  caught 10 Steelhead 6 of which were caught before Jan 1st 4 after, all fish
were wild with most ranging in the  8lbs and up range. Consistent with our historical practices we keep all Hatchery
fish and generally release all wild fish with the exception of injured or bleeding fish as was the case of an 8lb Buck
that we recently retained because it was injured and bleeding. There are also several fishermen I know that
voluntarily adhere to these practices. Key words, having the ability to choose.
     With all due respect to The Native Fish Society’s petition I couldn’t help thinking that this is an elitists ploy
based on no scientific data and unfounded economic pipe dreams to gain control of yet another fishery that many of
us rely on as a partial source of Our healthy yearly protein supplement. Considering a compromise based on a prior
petition with little or notice to the people that actually use these resources was made by lowering the retention quota
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of 1 per day 5 per season to 1 per day 3 per season, in addition to developing a comprehensive Rogue-South Coast
Conservation and Management Plan(RSP) and despite healthy fish population data presented by the ODFW
indicating what most of us that live and fish here already know The Native Fish Society has chosen to exceed the
limitations of the RSP compromise and move forward with another petition proposing an emergency closure of the
retention of wild steelhead without providing any Scientific factual evidence with regard to fish populations or the
illogical economic boom assertions they make with regard to the Southwest Zone and seemingly based solely on
some feel good internet consensus by a majority of people that don’t fish or even live in the Southwest Zone and
have no idea as to how healthy our Winter Steelhead population is. A simple review of the signatures on the petition
presented by The Native Fish Society would indicate that the majority of signatures were from people that live out
of State and probably rarely if ever fish the Rogue.
     With regard to the so called economic boom the closure to the retention of Wild Steelhead would bring,
Seriously? Newsflash most of the people that spend upwards of a Hundred bucks just for licensing, forget about gear
purchased at local tackle shops and not to mention boat maintenance and or Guide fees, is the Native Fish Society
suggesting that people will rush to Gold Beach to catch and release a 300 dollar fish that many consider to be prized
table fare? I couldn’t believe they mentioned the Smith River’s as being helped by restricting the retention of these
prized fish. I remember Hiouchi as a once booming little town during the Steelhead season not so much anymore. I
know many that skip the Smith and come to Oregon where they can actually keep or at the very least have the option
of keeping a fish many of whom pay 200 dollars plus just for a guided opportunity to catch.  Both the Wild retention
of Steelhead and Spring Chinook Salmon policies on the Rogue would be prime examples of the fallacy of the
economic boom claims the Native Fish Society makes. If the out of state people that signed the bogus internet
petition regularly fished the Rogue they’d know it. Before the Jan 1st retention date of Wild Steelhead fishing
pressure is sparse as it is prior to the June 1st date that allows the retention of Spring Chinook Salmon after which
on both dates fishing pressure rises exponentially. One can only assume the ability to retain this prized table fare in
both cases brings forth the additional fishing pressure and with it comes additional economic opportunity.
     In closing I would implore the Commisson to adopt the ODFW’s recommendations based on factual information
, I would implore the Commission to read the ODFW’s Agenda Summary in full and I would implore the
Commisson to listen to the people that live, support and fish in the communities that encompass the Southwest Zone
and I would implore the Commisson  adopt option 1 in denying The Native Fish Society’s petition based on internet
consensus and no scientific facts. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely

Michael Hutchings

Sent from my iPhone



The Northwest Guides and Anglers Fisheries Restoration Initiative 
To protect, enhance, and promote healthy sportfisheries and the ecosystems they depend on  
in the Pacific Northwest. 
 
 
To: The Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission 
 
Re: Wild steelhead petition requiring catch and release of steelhead   
 

January 14, 2020 
 
The Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission 
4034 Fairview Industrial Drive SE 
Salem, OR 97302  
 
NW Guides and Anglers Association 
P.O. Box 3208 
Clackamas, OR 97015 
 
Dear Chair Wahl and Commissioners, 
 
It’s clear that Oregon’s anglers are passionate about the wild steelhead of our state and encouraging that there 
has been a high level of engagement from the angling public. If anglers were this passionate about other factors 
affecting wild fish populations, we likely wouldn’t be having this controversial conversation. 
 
Our board of directors also grappled with this issue. The NW Guides and Anglers Association has a long history 
of supporting and advocating for measureable conservation efforts and outcomes, but at this time, we support 
the staff recommendation of maintaining status quo. We feel district staff has the expertise and a long history of 
lessons learned to provide a sound recommendation on the direction of a limited harvest of wild steelhead in the 
SW region. That said, we also recommend that the agency continue to monitor the district’s population and take 
necessary action if the population is in jeopardy at any time. It seems clear to us that more data gathering is 
important to justify a limited take if that is the practice that is allowed to continue. 
 
Like local and national politics, this issue has driven a wedge between the community and continues to further 
distract and distant critical constituencies when we need to come together the most. The appropriate next steps 
may be to convene a workgroup on this issue, and see if both sides of this contentious issue can come to come 
sort of compromise, maybe with a future regulation change that can be phased in versus thrust upon the 
community in such short order. This issue is clearly important to a lot of people of both sides of this issue, and 
staff has indicated that the 2020 adult return is experiencing no imminent threat so maybe this can be worked 
out in a cohesive manner for future consideration. 
 
To be clear, we have a lot of faith in agency staff and support the current staff recommendation. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Rees, Executive Director 
NW Guides and Anglers Association 
(503) 812-9036  



From: Michelle Tate
To: Chris M Lorion
Cc: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Steelhead
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 6:54:46 AM

Exhibit E PC

-----Original Message-----
From: Mark Mason <mpmpm120@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 6:22 PM
To: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@coho2.dfw.state.or.us>
Subject: Steelhead

You know most of the money for fish comes from license and tags fishermen buy and if you keep shutting down
hatcherys and not letting us keep some natives people I’ve talked are getting tired of it and a lot of them are about
ready to quit buying their licenses and tags, we need to be able to keep some fish for our table including so called
native fish

Sent from my iPhone
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Sent via email to: <ODFW.Commission@state.or.us>   
 
Oregon Fish & Wildlife Commission                          January 14, 2019 
4034 Fairview Industrial Drive SE 
Salem, OR 97302 
 
Richard Nawa 
POB 654 
Selma, OR 97538 
 
Re: Oregon Fish & Wildlife Commission January 17 Meeting- Exhibit E: Southwest Zone 
Winter Steelhead Petition. 
 
Dear Chair Wahl and Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commissioners, 
 
I concur with the findings of ODFW in the agenda item summary: “There is no compelling 
evidence to warrant a change to the current regulation and unnecessarily restrict this conservative 
harvest opportunity”.  I recommend that the Commission deny the petition. Any needed changes 
in regulations would be appropriately developed in the Rogue and South Coast multi-species 
conservation plan where all interested parties would be able to participate in a collaborative 
setting. 
 
 I have 5 years of experience as an Oregon State University graduate research assistant where I 
assisted with salmonid field research studies on Euchre Creek, Elk River, Sixes River, Lower 
Rogue tributaries, and Pistol River. I have also conducted numerous contract stream surveys of 
Forest Service streams in Southwest Oregon including the South Fork Sixes River.  I have 
considerable professional experience as staff ecologist with Non Government Groups monitoring 
effects of forest management, fires, off road vehicle, and suction dredge mining on salmonid 
habitat in Southwest Oregon.  In 1995 I authored a West Coast steelhead petition for NGOs that 
resulted in several ESA listings of steelhead Distinct Population Segments.    I have 35 years of 
professional experience with steelhead conservation in Southwestern Oregon and the West 
Coast. I provide the following information and professional opinion in support of ODFW’s 
recommendation to deny the petition. I provide this comment as a private citizen. 
 
 

1. A high proportion of winter steelhead habitat in the petitioned streams 
is in good condition and has moderate to high smolt production 
capability. 

 
Winter steelhead will remain viable in the Rogue and South Coast streams because much of the 
habitat is high quality.  A substantial proportion of the winter steelhead habitat is protected in 
federal ownership with stringent restrictions on mining, logging and road building. Steelhead 
habitat and headwater areas in the Elk, Sixes, Chetco, Illinois and Rogue tributaries are in 
designated Wilderness. Numerous streams miles in the Elk, Rogue, Illinois, and Chetco basins 
are protected with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. There are no dams on the Coquille, Illinois, 
Sixes, Elk, Chetco, Winchuck and Pistol Rivers and no dams on Euchre Creek or Hunter Creek.   
Several fish killing dams in the Rogue basin have been removed in recent years. Over my career 
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I have personally snorkeled numerous stream miles in many of the petitioned streams and am 
always pleasantly surprised at the high densities of juvenile steelhead.  
 
The morphology of the petitioned streams is especially suitable for winter steelhead because of 
its naturally steep and bouldery nature.  Many hundreds of stream miles are steelhead only 
streams where juvenile steelhead enjoy abundant habitat with  no competition from coho salmon 
(as is the case on “coho” sandstone streams further north on the central coast).  Freshwater 
habitat is important because even if adult populations decline due to environmental factors (poor 
ocean conditions, drought) the populations can quickly recover because of the naturally 
productive habitat. Increases of spawning steelhead with the petition would not likely result in 
increased adult returns because smolt production is believed to be limited by habitat and not by 
spawner abundance.   
 
Relatively high adult salmonid returns are often produced by brood years with relatively low 
spawner abundance and vice versa. High spawner abundance sometimes produces low numbers 
of adults.  However, it is well known that good quality spawning and rearing habitat is always 
necessary for high abundance of returning adults. 
 
 

2. Adult  steelhead in the petitioned streams are not commercially 
harvested.  Recreational harvest of juvenile steelhead is largely 
prohibited.   

 
Unlike salmon, there is no commercial harvest of steelhead in the ocean. Steelhead migrating in 
the Columbia and some Washington and British Columbia rivers are harvested in gill nets that 
contributes to the need for restricted recreational steelhead harvest. Recreational harvest rates in 
SW Oregon is likely to be lower than that in rivers that have recreational catch and release but 
also have commercial gill netting of steelhead and sockeye salmon (e.g., British Columbia, 
Washington, Columbia River) 
 
 In the mid 1990s regulations went into effect that prohibited the recreational harvest of “trout” 
in SW Oregon  steelhead rearing streams. Undoubtedly this juvenile steelhead harvest 
prohibition on hundreds of miles of stream results in more adult steelhead returning. Increasing 
smolt production is certain to increase returning adult abundance.  Increasing spawner densities 
is not certain to increase subsequent adult returns.  
 
 

3. A substantial number of winter steelhead spawners enter short coastal 
streams after the fishing season has closed on March 31.  Estimations 
of excessive recreational harvest in the petition fails to acknowledge 
that these late returning winter steelhead would have “0” harvest rate.  

 
I have observed substantial winter steelhead spawning in April/May and a few spawning in  June 
(See Figure 10 below).  These  late running steelhead would escape harvest since the season 
closes for petitioned streams at the end of March (except for mainstem Rogue which remains 
open through April for wild winter steelhead harvest).  Assertions in the petition of excessive 
recreational steelhead harvest (based on angler catch) fails to consider that late returning 
steelhead  have “0”  recreational harvest rate. 
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Figure 10. Winter steelhead spawn timing, represented by proportion of the maximum red count 
in each of the four OC DPS monitoring areas, 2018. (excerpted from Western Oregon Adult 
Winter Steelhead and Lamprey, 2018 Redd Survey Data Report Oregon Plan for Salmon and 
Watersheds Monitoring Report No. OPSW-ODFW-2018-09 January 2019 ) 
 
 
 

4.  Except for the Rogue River, the current regulations greatly limit angler 
access to stream reaches with migrating winter steelhead. Each 
migrating winter steelhead is vulnerable to harvest for a relatively short 
period of time on short coastal streams. 

 
The recreational harvest of wild steelhead in petitioned streams is  limited to  migration 
segments where  wild winter steelhead spend limited time while migrating to spawning 
areas (see modified map from fishing regulations below).  On some streams the stream 
miles open for harvest is a very short distance (e.g., Elk and Sixes Rivers). Other streams 
such as the Chetco, Pistol, and Euchre Creek the upper portions of the streams have no 
vehicle or easy hike in access. Winter steelhead are vulnerable to harvest for only a few 
days or few weeks on these  short coastal streams. The Illinois River canyon is 
particularly difficult to access which limits harvest.  
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5.  Small creeks and rivers that have only bank fishing access would  have 

much lower  harvest rates than rivers heavily fished by guides in drift 
boats.  The petitioned streams have no hatchery fish option except for 
the Rogue and the Chetco. The prohibition of harvest on rivers with no 
hatchery fish would increase angling pressure on the Chetco. 

 
 
For example, the Illinois River is similar sized to the Chetco River but has far fewer  angler days  
and much lower wild steelhead harvest rates because the fishery is limited to bank fishing with  
limited access.  In addition, the bank access only streams do not have the hatchery fish option.  A 
catch and release regulation would cause many anglers to abandon their first choice (e.g. 
Winchuck, Pistol or Elk) for fishing and flock to rivers with hatchery fish such as the Chetco. 
Nobody wants more anglers on the Chetco, but this would be the result of prohibiting harvest on 
streams with no or few hatchery fish.  

 
Table 1.  Fishery attributes of streams petitioned for no wild steelhead harvest. 
 
 Drift boat/ 

guide fishery 
Hatchery Fish Bank Fishing 

Only 
East Fork Coquille Yes No No 
Sixes River Yes No No 
Elk River Yes No No 
Euchre Creek No No Yes 
Rogue River Yes Yes No 
Illinois River No No Yes 
Hunter Creek No No Yes 
Pistol River ? No ? 
Chetco River Yes Yes No 
Winchuck River No No Yes 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
 

 
 



Oregon Fish & Wildlife Commission 
4034 Fairview Industrial Drive SE 
Salem, OR  97032 
  
Request:  to maintain current, limited wild winter steelhead harvest in Oregon Southwest Zone 
 
To ODFW Commissioners,  
 
My name is Clifford Lance, and I have lived in southern Oregon for 47 years.  I’ve held an OR fishing 
license since the first week I moved here. I have also been a part of a movement working voluntarily 
with ODFW to consistently, and constantly improve the native fish populations by following their 
direction from recovering stream habitat after years of neglect & destruction, to the propagation of 
salmon & steelhead, including the education of school children. I am a past, active member of 
Northwest Steelheader organization, I am a charter member, past president, and current Vice 
President of the South Coast Anglers & STEP Association; I am a charter member and current Board 
Member of the Coos County STEP Commission.   I represent only one of many who over forty years 
has used ODFW science and supervision to provide and enhance many opportunities for the local 
fishing community as a whole. 
 
On the ground and in the streams, as well as building, maintaining, and using the classrooms of the 
hatcheries, my groups of volunteers have completed dozens of major projects, donated hundreds upon 
hundreds of hours over the last four decades to assist the ODFW biologists to achieve their 
management objectives. For example, there were 366 miles of wild steelhead habitat in the Coos and 
Coquille River watershed in the 1980s, but as a result of our correcting fish passage barriers and 
laddering work, adding 50 new miles of viable habitat is now provided for steelhead, our own local, 
NATIVE FISH. 
 
This proposal generated by private, internet-based, physically removed, international, misinformed 
people with money and political savvy may make them feel generous and environmentally-invested. 
But, if enacted, you will violate our reasons to volunteer our hours.  We physically apply our elbow 
grease, enhancing, educating, and encouraging our local citizens to participate in this vital part of 
Oregon’s south coast fishing culture.  Limiting the opportunity to harvest wild winter steelhead flies in 
the face of all that we have worked toward - and already achieved - during the last four decades. 
 
I must point out that all of the signatures on our petition to stop this action have been collected locally 
- from individuals on rivers, or visiting marinas, sportfishing stores, fish restaurants, buying marine gas 
or lodging, angling licenses, or fishing gear to use and enjoy our great local access to fish.  These 
signatures were obtained in less than four weeks from local participants who reside, depend on, 
donate their lives to, and respect the opportunities that the Oregon south coast fisheries provide. 
 
Hear these Oregon voices loudly and clearly. Remember that the Oregon Department of Fish & 
Wildlife does not scientifically support this already compromised proposal.  Put a stop to this 
damaging, underhanded proposed action that curtails our local efforts to enjoy the current, limited, 
wild winter steelhead fishing on the Oregon south coast! 



 
 
 
 
 
 
Clifford S. Lance, III 
93963 Bridge View Lane 
North Bend, OR  97459 
541-521-9373 Cell 



From: Michelle Tate
To: Chris M Lorion; April H Mack
Subject: FW: Jan 17th Meeting
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 11:52:18 AM

Exhibit E PC
 

From: David Bradbury <outlook_F26CE2543382FA7B@outlook.com> On Behalf Of
dbradbury@charter.net
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 9:20 AM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Jan 17th Meeting
 
To all Concerned,
 
I am opposed to any further blanket restrictions on the retention of wild steelhead in SW
Oregon. Lets give the Rogue South Coast Multi-Species Management Plan a chance to work.
 
Thank you,
 
David M. Bradbury
Bradbury's Gun-N-Tackle
1809 Rogue River Hwy
Grants Pass, OR 97527
(541) 479-1531
dbradbury@charter.net
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From: Michelle Tate
To: Chris M Lorion; April H Mack
Subject: FW: OREGONS S.W. RIVERS AND WILD STEELHEAD HARVEST RESTRICTIONS
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 11:54:23 AM

Exhibit E PC
 

From: Dennis Duffy <duffy@titan-transportation.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 11:50 AM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: OREGONS S.W. RIVERS AND WILD STEELHEAD HARVEST RESTRICTIONS
 
I AM OPPOSED TO THE LEGISLATION OR FURTHER RESTRICTION OR ELIMINATION OF THE WILD
STEELHEAD HARVEST, THERE ARE LIMITATIONS ALREADY IN PLACE, FURTHERMORE IF ANY OF THE
FISHERIE MANAGERS CAN PROVE THERE IS ANY "GENETICALLY WILD STEELHEAD" IN THE RIVERS
BARRING THE RIVERS THAT HAVE BEEN CLOSED TO FISHING FOR THE LAST FEW DECADES, I BELIEVE
MOST PEOPLE FISHING (THAT CAN STILL AFFORD THIS RECREATION) WOULD BE IN COMPLETE
SHOCK.
 
TITAN TRANSPORTATION
DENNIS DUFFY
KAREN DUFFY
OFFICE 5419561478
DENNIS CELL 5412188761
KAREN CELL 5412188762
 

mailto:Michelle.L.Tate@coho2.dfw.state.or.us
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January 15, 2020 

Dear Fish and Wildlife Commission Members; 

For the past forty-three years I have been a professional fish biologist working in various capacities.  For nearly 
thirty-eight years I had the privilege of working as a biologist with the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(ODFW).  For thirty-six year I have been an instructor teaching fish biology and fisheries management at 
various colleges in Oregon.  My very first course I took at Oregon State University taught me an invaluable 
truth.  Fish and wildlife conservation on a global scale began and continues with the fishers and hunters of this 
world.   This is without a doubt our “Fish and Wildlife Legacy.”  Fishers and hunters were the original 
advocates for preserving entire ecosystems.  Hundreds more fish and wildlife species would be extinct, or be 
threatened, if it were not for these pioneering conservationists.  This lesson has impacted my life, and is one I 
pass on to my students today.   

Today’s fishers and hunters are still the champions for conservation.  Unfortunately, the numbers of fishers and 
hunters in Oregon are declining rapidly.  Angling license sales continue their downward trend as fewer and 
fewer Oregonians fish.  This reduction has a profound impact on revenues that support fishery programs, that 
have few other funding sources.  One complaint from our angling public has continued to be that the price of an 
angling license goes up, but angling opportunities go down.   

Most of my time working for ODFW was as a Salmon Trout Enhancement Program (STEP) biologist in 
Southern Oregon.  One of our primary focuses continues to be the education of children in public and private 
schools.  We have involved well over 100,000 children in the restoration of our salmon and steelhead 
populations in an effort to impart “resource ownership.”  Concurrently, we have taught over 25,000 children 
how to fish.  In addition to teaching them to fish, we have given over $300,000 worth of fishing equipment 
away.  Deputy Director Ed Bowles, has stated that out efforts are, “a great experiment” to determine if we can 
impact the number of people who are recruited to be lifetime anglers.  We are confident that we have made a 
substantial impact with new angling recruits.  Our objective is to have anglers who continue that legacy of being 
advocates for fish.  We also recognize that angling has a profound impact on the economy of Oregon.   

As a STEP biologist we mobilized an army of volunteers who devoted hundreds of thousands of hours to 
restoring stream habitat to bolster wild steelhead populations.  We have been relentless in that objective.  We 
have been using the best science to improve steelhead habitat for four decades.  We have been extremely 
successful in increasing wild steelhead abundance in dozens of streams.  Many of our volunteers have donated 
thousands of hours of time to steelhead habitat improvement to continue to have a limited harvest of naturally 
produced steelhead.   

The proposal to eliminate the harvest of naturally produced steelhead in southern Oregon I believe will 
undermine our efforts to recruit anglers into the future.  Fish biologists almost unanimously agree that in order 
to recruit anglers, especially children, you have to allow them to take something home.  That translates to 
allowing some harvest.  The harvest of naturally produced steelhead on the south coast has already been 
regulated to provide adequate protection to stocks of steelhead that need protection.  The elimination of all 
harvest would reduce angling opportunity in the short term, and the number of anglers in the future.   

In summary, the proposal to further reduce harvest will have far reaching impacts on fishing in Oregon.  Fishing 
opportunities reduced today, will translate to fewer anglers tomorrow.  Fewer anglers in the future will 
undermine our “Fish and Wildlife Legacy,” and reduce our fishing champions for generations to come.  We 
urge you to support southern Oregon and future anglers by allowing the continued limited harvest of steelhead 
in our area. 

Sincerely 

Thomas J. Rumreich 
Fish Biologist  



From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: SW Oregon Steelhead
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 3:15:34 PM

April

April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)

-----Original Message-----
From: Mike Holguin <mhholguin@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 12:13 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: SW Oregon Steelhead

I am opposed to any further blanket restrictions on the retention of wild steelhead in SW Oregon.

Sincerely,

Michael Holguin

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us
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From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Wild Steelhead Release Petition
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 3:15:47 PM

 
 
April
 
April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)
 
 
From: Josh Terry <oregonbowman@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 12:39 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Wild Steelhead Release Petition
 
Dear ODFW Commission,
 

My name is Josh Terry. I am a full time fishing guide out of Gold Beach, Or, and have been
for 13 years. I have spent my life since age 4 fishing for Salmon and Steelhead in Southern
Oregon. I have been fortunate enough to fish for these amazing fish for over 2 decades and
turned my passion into what I HOPE is a career for the rest of my life. I would trade it for
nothing! Over the past decade, and really since I have become a guide and spend so much time
on the rivers, I have noticed a down trend in our steelhead returns. It has been nearly constant,
and no signs of cyclical up and down that is the norm in salmon and steelhead runs. At first I
thought its just a poor year or two, but as time has gone on its proven to be much more
alarming. The rivers I call home in Southern Oregon have become more and more a place of
steelhead dreams than reality. Nearly each rain event on the Chetco River a 20lb steelhead was
caught when I was in high school in the early 2000s. Fishing was easy and multiple fish
landed per boat was the norm. By the time 2007-8 rolled around you heard or saw maybe 6-
12, 20lb fish a season. Over the past 3 seasons you hear of 1-2, none of which I've seen or
verified. The BIG wild steelhead that were once treasured in the Chetco are a thing of the past.
Even fish in the 15lb class are rare now. They have been loved to death. When these large-
strain fish are retained you can't get those genetics back! Steelhead can and do spawn more
than once in their life, but they have to be given the chance too! The Chetco has had extreme
pressure from out of area guides and fisherman after the closing of the Smith River in
Northern California, the last river in California to allow wild harvest. Many days in January
and February, more than 60 boat trailers can be seen on Social Security Bar. Most from out of
state. If each boat only takes just one fish for an average, that's 60 fish conservatively gone
from a small system! A system that has no true data for spawning escapement. What I believe

mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us
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does not get taken into account are the guides, yes including me a guide, take annually. You
can reduce a yearly per person limit, but that does not limit guides from taking 2-3 fish a day
for the duration of the season!! No true harvest data is available because we don't require
harvest tags to be turned in at the end of the year like big game tags. We also allow harvest on
single and multi day licenses again with no requirement of being turned in or tracking of
harvest. An angler can buy as many per-day licenses as he or she sees fit, getting around the
per year harvest limits! As a person who makes their living off of this resource I would gladly
give it all up for the fish. They are so important to the ecosystem and the way of life in the
Pacific Northwest. Its not my God given right to use up a resource for my gain. We have to
think about the future!
  I grew up fishing the Rogue River.  Number of wild steelhead both in the Summer and
Winter runs were extremely plentiful in the 90s and early 2000s. Now it too struggles to
warrant a decent return. The Elk and Sixes Rivers are such beautiful small streams that have
had added pressure to them in the last several years due to lower numbers of fish in other
nearby river systems like the Chetco and Rogue. These are TINY systems with only wild fish
returning, with no hatchery program on either to relieve stress put on the wild population
harvest. Hunter Creek and Pistol River have received additional pressure in recent years after
failing returns on the larger rivers as well. Again TINY systems with small all wild returns do
not need harvest of these very special fish. January 1 can see as many as 20 fisherman vehicles
parked along Hunter Creek for opening day. It simply can not withstand that kind of pressure
with harvest involved forever! 
   When I was asked why I support Wild Steelhead Release and how will it effect my buisness
I worried not. I saw the closure of wild steelhead retention on the Umpqua system and the
success it had on its steelhead returns. It is without a doubt Southern Oregon’s crown jewel in
regards to wild steelhead. With numbers of over 10,000 Steelhead returning to the North and
South Umpqua respectively along with mainstem and tributary spawners. I am now taking my
clients to the Umpqua River to enjoy CATCHING Winter Steelhead, not just pursuing them. I
am taking dollars away from my local economy which does not please me, but when the
fishing is that good what am I supposed to do. Most of my return clients no longer want to fish
the crowded coastal rivers with fewer fish, even though they can retain a fish there currently.
Many guides worried it would ruin their business on the Umpqua not being able to harvest.
Honestly, nothing negative has happened business wise and if anything it has improved it by
having such high catch ratios. Bar none, the goal in fishing is to catch fish! Yes harvesting fish
is great too, but there are options for hatchery fish harvest in most streams or a stream close by
that does! People flock to Washington's Olympic Peninsula each year to chase the giant wild
steelhead that call its waters home. The British Columbia streams, legendary steelhead area,
all catch and release! Alaska's Yakitat River system drawing anglers from far and wide, also
catch and release! Are we worried about economy here, because that is a very non-stable
argument!! People leave our state to go spend money in other states just because they want a
chance at big wild steelhead! 
   This is not 1982 anymore! We can’t kill every fish we catch and expect to have anything
left. Habitat loss or degradation and pollution take enough toll. I also want to point out that
habitat in Southern Oregon is awesome, much of which is unchanged in several decades.
Rivers like the Rogue have better habitat and fish passage due to dam removals and still its
returns are failing. I also want to point out that Steelhead are not commercially harvested in
the ocean. All of these points lead to a question, why are our wild steelhead numbers in
Southern Oregon declining. I don't have all the answers, but I do know that a human factor of
in-river harvest of spawning adult steelhead is not to be ignored. WE ARE THE LAST
SECTION OF THE PACIFIC NORTHWEST THAT ALLOWS WILD STEELHEAD
HARVEST!! How much louder of a statement is there! Washington, California, Idaho, British



Columbia and Alaska all have NO WILD STEELHEAD HARVEST. Only 2 others Oregon
streams outside this district allow harvest. Why on earth is this district so special that it
warrants harvest of this iconic Northwest fish species? ODFW has a mission statement that
reads "To protect and enhance Oregon's fish and wildlife and their habitats for use and
enjoyment by present and future generations". Please stand tall on your mission statement and
do whats right for our Wild Steelhead in Southern Oregon before it’s too late! Stop Wild
Steelhead Retention in the Southwest Zone!  
 

Sincerely 
Josh Terry
Chasin’ Tails Guide Service



From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Steelhead
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 3:15:59 PM

 
 
April
 
April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)
 
 
From: Alan Sippola <alan@cavemanfence.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 2:17 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Steelhead
 
Put me as a no. Do not kill the already mismanaged steelhead fishery. You and your inept
ways have all but destroyed the runs. Brood stock program.  Hatch box programs. Fund the
hatcheries.  So many down here rely on this fishery.  But you won't fight. You won't stand
up.But "You will lay down and lick the hand that feeds you. May your chains rest lightly upon
you. And may posterity forget you were our brothers. "
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From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: No Take Steelhead Proposal
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 4:27:42 PM

 
 
April
 
April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)
 
 
From: Jim Robinson <jimfishrobinson@charter.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 3:45 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: No Take Steelhead Proposal
 
Dear Commissioners,
 
I am a retired ODFW hatchery manager who, when not working, spent countless hours fishing for
salmon and steelhead on the south coast streams.  In 1990 on a steelhead drift down the Elk River I
looked at the nice female in the bottom of the boat and decided that I would never again kill another
wild steelhead.  I seldom fish for steelhead anymore, but I kept that promise to myself regardless of
what the regulations were.  It’s been catch and release since.  What I did NOT do was lobby for
regulations to follow my own personal values and practices.  Certainly special interest groups
pushing for regulations consistent with their own selfish agenda is nothing new.  Unweighted flies in
the North Umpqua comes to mind, as an example.  Still, I must say that there seems to be fewer of
these than in the past. 
 
If at some point in the future, wild steelhead stocks begin declining to where adequate escapement
goals may not be met, then certainly I would support and even urge a zero bag limit.  Until then, I
would ask that the commission vote to retain the regulations as is.  I don’t believe that there is any
biological justification for the proposed regulation change. 
 
Thank you.
 
Jim Robinson
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Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From: April H Mack
To: April H Mack
Subject: FW: Petition to Remove Harvest of Wild Winter Steelhead from South Coast Rivers, Exhibit E
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 4:27:55 PM

 
 
April
 
April Mack
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife
Fish Rules Coordinator
503-947-6233
503-947-6202 (Fax)
 
 
From: John W Ward <anglingcat@frontier.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 3:29 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: Petition to Remove Harvest of Wild Winter Steelhead from South Coast Rivers, Exhibit E
 
Dear ODFW Commissioners,
 
Please consider my letter as an objection to the petition to alter the CMP regarding steelhead regulations.
I have fished for steelhead for 50+ yrs and have been involved in South Coast fishery enhancement
programs for forty years. I am currently on the boards of directors for both the Coos County STEP
Commission and the South Coast Anglers. I am one of many South Coast anglers who have a big stake
in this issue.
 
As you know, ODFW has stated the request in the petition is not biologically necessary and should be
denied. The regulation is the product of the Coastal Multi-species Program (CMP) which is the product of
a long process of stakeholders working with ODFW over an extended period with compromises from all
concerned, The need to change wild steelhead regulations has not been convincing to our professional
fisheries biologists.
 
So, why then the petition from Native Fish Society? This organization is well known for some larger
agendas connected to their petition. They have made it clear that they  are generally against anadromous
hatcheries as harmful to naturally spawning fish. Also, they have made it clear that they want to clear the
rivers of the recreational angling public. This petition is intended to produce movement in that direction, to
attain more control of anadromous fisheries management by ODFW and finally to appear competent and
politically influential to their supporters. By the number of letters and petition signatures received by the
Commission it is clear that NFS has PR and fundraising savvy which explains why there are so many
letters/signatures from almost everywhere...even Denmark, Bolivia and Argentina to name a few.
 
Although wild steelhead are an iconic species,
I believe petition supporters from just about anywhere should not be considered as stakeholders in
Oregon's management of anadromous fisheries. It would set a dangerous precedent to allow this petition
to succeed as it will undermine ODFW as a fish management agency and ultimately be harmful to the

mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us
mailto:April.H.Mack@state.or.us


economy and culture of South West Oregon. 
 
Commissioners, 
I implore you support your agency and the people of the South Coast.
 
Respectfully,
 
John Ward
66656 Swallow Rd.
North Bend, OR
cell: 541-404-6142




























































































