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Allan Kelly, Chairman ............... Portland the popular mind, if you hunt, trap or fish, you are a consumptive wildlife 
Donald Barth, Vice Chairman .......... Newport user if you photograph, watch, paint or study wildlife, you are a nonconsump- 
John Boyer ..................... Belifountain tive wildlife user. Not so, says Robert Weeden of the University of Alaska. 
Kenneth Klarquist .................. Portland 
Herbert Lundy ................. Lake Oswego He believes that there is no such thing as a nonconsumptive user of wildlife 
Fred Phillips .......................... Baker and he gives us some evidence to back up his argument: 
Jack Steiwer ......................... Fossil "Item : A recent issue of Audubon magazine briefly tells of a new problem 

birds face: bird watchers armed with tape recorders. Want to add a rare bird 
JOHN R. DONALDSON, Director to your life list? Get a recording of the bird's territorial call, march out into 

the springtime and play the tape loudly. An, answer comes; you check off 
another bird on your list. Ooops! Better check: it might have been another 

Oregon Wildlife (ISSN 0094-7113) is published tape recorder. One pair of rare black hawks was disturbed so often by such 
monthly by the Oregon State Department of Fish nonconsumptive shenanigans that they failed to nest successfully in three 
and Wildlife, Portland, Oregon. Volumes 1 through 
28 were entitled Oregon Game Commission Bulletin. consecutive years. 
Oregon Wildlife is circulated free of charge with "Item: In 1975, scientists in Alaska 'collected' over 80 species of birds, fish 
second class postage paid at Portland, Oregon. Mate- 
rial may be reprinted, credit would be appreciated. of over 20 kinds, and 20 kinds of mammals. (Nobody kills wildlife: hunters 
Address changes and correspondence should be sent 'harvest' it and scientists 'collect' it.) Among the birds killed were 79 black-foot- 
to: ed kittiwakes, 110 tufted puffins, 224 redpolls, 23 savannah sparrows and 32 

Oregon Wildlife 
P.O. Box 3503 black-capped chickadees. Fish collections included 179,697 three-spined stickle- 

Portland, OR 97208 backs and 2,988 arctic char. Scientists reported taking and killing 1,046 tundra 
When sending address changes, be sure to send in red-backed voles, 5 wolverines, 34 arctic ground squirrels and G arctic fox, 
both old and new address complete with zip codes. among numerous other mammals. All very well-justified collections, I'm sure, 

Ron E. Shay, Editor and undoubtedly within sustained yield limits. But where is the distinction 
Ken Durbin, Managing Editor between scientist and hunter, in terms of consumption? The only difference 

is that scientists kill animals of more species, and more of them in breeding 
seasons, than hunters. 

"Item: Nonconsumptive users enjoying national parks and forests all over 
the world have trampled, eroded, and burned thousands of acres of green places 
and wildlife habitat. 

"Item : Elementary and high school classes have all but stripped many Cali- 
fornia beaches bare of the bigger, easily found and colorful species of tidepool 

THE COVER - A nice Wasco County and beach animals." 
black-tailed buck has fallen to this hunt- Weeden feels we all share the burden and responsibilites of being consumers 
er. in much more fundamental ways than the above leisure-time goofs. To-wit: 

Photo by Ken Durbin "Consider, for instance, the consumption involved in hunting moose, versus 
the consumption involved in eating the same amount of beef. The hunter 
eats no more meat than the average nonhunter, but he gets it from a different 
source. Nature produces moose without plowing ground, spreading fertilizers 
or spraying pesticides. The energy consumed in transporting a moose home 
is less than the energy cost of shipping a beef from Colorado to Chicago and 
up to Anchorage. Who is the consumptive user? 

"We are all consumers of wildlife. I consume energy in flying to distant 
HUNTER EDUCATION meetings and in heating my home, and that energy comes from strip-mined 

PROGRAM Continued on page 9 
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Month of August ........... 49 ............. Active 1,467 COMMISSION MEETINGS 
STUDENTS TRAINED 

Month of August .......... 974 The Fish and Wildlife Commission will conduct a general business meeting 
Total to Date ......... 273,821 beginning at 8 a.m. on Friday, October 24, followed at i p.m. by a public 

HUNTING CASUALTIES hearing on 1981 angling regulations. The next morning at 9 a.m. the public 
REPORTED IN 1980 hearing will continue with angling regulations to be set at the close of publieTh 

Fatal .................... O testimony. Both meetings will be held in the main conference room at Fish 
Nonfatal ................. 2 and Wildlife Department headquarters, 506 SW Mill Street in Portland. D 
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The kill in hunting often produces an ironic mixture of elation and regret. 

The Irony of the Hunt 

Ed. note - Reverend James White 
is the minister of the First Plymouth 
Congregational Church in Eng- 
lewood, Colorado. This article is 
based on one of his sermons. Reprint- 
ed courtesy of Colorado Outdoors 
magazine. 

At the beginning of each new year, 
our Church Council receives and ap- 
proves the annual calendar. In so 
doing someone noted that the third 
weekend in October was designated 
as "Elk Sunday." "What's this?" a 
Council Member asked. "Are the 
B.P.O.E. (Elks) having a convention 
and coming to church that day?" 
"No," I had to explain. "This is the 
Worship Committee's way of giving 
me a bad time because I'll be away 

" 1k hunting that weekend. Then, I 
added, "And I expect you all to be 
praying that I have good luck!" 
OREGON WILDLIFE 

13v Reverend James White 

To which one Council member re- 
plied, "If it's all the same to you, I'll 
be praying for the elk!" 

I understand that remark. I appre- 
ciate it. I understand, too, how people - our church youth group, for ex- 
ample - can view the movie "Bless 
the Beasts and the Children," and loo 
percent of them indicate their opposi- 
tion to the shooting of wild game. 

These incidents have prompted me 
to do some soul-searching on the 
sport of hunting. To be truthful, at 
times I find it difficult - as one col- 
league remarked - to be "omnivorous 
and a man of conscience." I wonder 
if one can develop a theological ratio- 
nale for hunting that would not be 
simply rationalization. I would like 
to try. Fundamentally what rm con- 
tending is that in God and human- 
kind's concern to sustain life in na- 
ture, there is an irony at work which 

finds that those who would take ani- 
mal life end up preserving it. 

Let me begin by saying that many 
of the arguments for or against hunt- 
ing are either silly or sentimental. A 
few years ago when food store beef 
prices went so high (as now), some 
people were saying that hunting was 
"absolutely essential to put meat on 
the table." I personally don't find 
that argument very convincing. In 
my twenty-plus years of hunting I 
figure that the six or seven elk I've 
shot were worth about $15 a pound. 
One season of goose hunting rewarded 
me with a goose at a cost of $125 and 
over 200 cold man-hours! On the 
other side, a good many non- or anti- 
hunters really get over-sentimental 
or romanticized in their view of na- 
ture and wildlife, talking about those 
"poor innocent animals." They never 
fully reflect on the predatory nature 

Page 3 



4 
- t A 

Hunting Consists of a great many things besides killing. Yet without intent to take the animal as in photography, for in- 
the seeking with intent to kill is essential to hunting. Seeking stance, ¡s something completely different. 

of wildlife or that unharvested ani- 
mais die truly terrible deaths from 
disease, freezing, and starvation. 
Hunters don't help their case much 
either when they say, "Don't preach 
to me until you've stopped eating 
meat." No one is convinced. 

Nor is understanding promoted by 
nonhunters lumping all hunters to- 
gether as "calloused, lower middle 
class, ignorant, child-beating Nean- 
derthals out to destroy for the sake 
of sadistic gratification." Likewise, it 
is unfair for hunters to view non- 
hunters as "bleeding heart, do-good 
liberals citified, effete, unrealistic, 
Bambi-lovers trying to mess up 
somebody else's fun." 

If these charges and counter- 
charges get us nowhere, perhaps we 
need to begin with different premises. 
As a starting place let me suggest that 
hunter and nonhunter may agree on 
one thing: there is value in wildlife 
itself. This valuing probably stems 
from a common historical Biblical 
background. "In the beginning . . 

we read, God created birds, fish, sea 
monsters, and the "cattle, creeping 
things and beasts of the earth." So 
says Genesis One. Humankind (also 
God's creation) is instructed to "have 
dominion" over all these living crea- 
tures. To "have dominion" basically 
means to "take responsibifity" for the 
Page 4 

world of nature. Noah, for example, 
does that when he loads the plants 
and animals onto the ark before the 
flood. We do so today in attentiveness 
to ecological issues. 

Okay so far. 
The next step in our theological 

appraisal is to better understand this 
human species whom God has creat- 
ed. Here begins our difficulty. It re- 
volves around the question, "Who or 
what is Man?" We remember that the 
sons of Adam and Eve were named 
Abel and Cain. These mythological 
brothers are considered by some as 
primogenitors of "nomadic" and 
"agrarian" people, respectively. This 
pair's story is replicated in the legen- 
dary accounts of two other brothers, 
Esau and Jacob. In the 25th chapter 
of Genesis we read, "When the boys 
grew up, Esau was a skillful hunter, 
a man of the field, while Jacob was 
a quiet man dwelling in tents. Isaac 
(the father) loved Esau, because he 
ate of game; but Rebekah (the 
mother) loved Jacob." 

I have often pondered these two 
sets of brothers, wondering if there 
is not only a symbolic but an actual 
division of humankind into two 
classes of people: hunters and farm- 
ers. Some urban folk find major satis- 
faction, for example, in turning their 
backyards into veritable farms. Other 

city dwellers live for those days when 
they can be tromping through the 
toolies with dog and gun. Could it be 
that there is something innate about 
the pursuit of farming on the one 
hand, and hunting on the other? 

Actually, I doubt that the love of 
hunting is that inborn; but it is cer- 
tainly a real and long-standing drive. 
The question to be faced is whether 
this hunting drive ought to be extin- 
guished, if possible. Brother Abel (the 
progenitor hunter), because his meat 
sacrifice was judged more acceptable 
to God than jealous Cain's grain of- 
fering, ended up being slain by Cain. 
Again, Jacob of the settled tents sup- 
plants his brother, Esau, the hunter 
of the fields. He tricks brother Esau 
into selling his birthright for a mess 
of pottage. Our question, then, is this: 
Is the hunting drive an inappropriate 
vestigial characteristic which needs to 
give way to other, more sedate ways? 
I think that is a fair question. For 
many thoughtful people the answer 
is "Yes." 

For me, though, the answer is more 
nearly "No." I say this for reasons 
that have to do with the human ani- 
mal and the animals of the natural 
order. Hunting provides people (espe- 
cially men, I think) a way of estab. 
lishing identity. Secondly, hunting is, 
ironically, a way of preserving nature 
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and wildlife which otherwise might be 
/_____\ 

destroyed by the Cams and Jacobs of 
this world. 

In consideration of the human ani- 
mal, first of all let us admit there are 
a number of side benefits given to 
people in the hunting sport. When 
considered alone, any one benefit 
would not constitute a justification 
for hunting. But when these side ben- 
efits are taken together, they add up 
to an overall positive contribution to 
people's lives. Consider what hap- 
pens. Many people quit smoking and 
begin to get their bodies, minds and 
reflexes in shape. That's a plus. Those 
who hunt usually do so in the corn- 
pany of others. In such company 
strong and supportive human bonds 
are formed. That's a plus. Being out 
in nature, letting one's beard grow, 
speaking straight forwardly, wearing 
special comfortable clothes, living 
simpler, and radically changing one's 
environment for a better clime must 
all be pluses. The overall package is 
good, and many a wife has noted that 
hunting is "the best thing John does 
for himself." Truly, I think, people 
enjoy the hunt whether they take any 
game or not. 

"That's all fine, Reverend White," 
I heard someone say, "but isn't that 
rationalizing? Couldn't the same 
benefits be gained and the hunt done 
with a camera? Isn't the main point 
of hunting still to kill the game that 
is sought?" 

Squirm as I might, candor necessi- 
tates an answer which says, "Yes, 
putting that animal in the sights, 
squeezing the trigger, feeling the 
explosive report, and seeing the 
quarry drop is much of what hunting 
is all about." But please note, unless 
one has a sentimentalist point of view 
about animals (which is alright) 
there is not that much difference be- 
tween hunting and catching a trout, 
or hunting and making par on the 
golf course, or successfully hang glid- 
ing, or making a ringer at horseshoes. 
In all these pursuits one is involved 
in the trying out of a skill, practicing 
a specific prowess, and exercising 
power over the self, another person, 
or the physical world. It is not neces- 
sarily wrong to demonstrate skills, 
prowess and power over the 
environment (including wildlife) - 
even in an ultimate way. We are talk- 
OREGON WILDLIFE 

ing - I know you understand - 
about killing. I am saying that the 
taking (killing) of nonhuman animal 
life is not necessarily wrong. (I do 
not, however, say the same thing 
about the taking of human life. There 
is a significant qualitative distinction 
between the two.) I am saying that 
the taking is in some ways good for 
the taker. One of the primary things 
which is going on in this sport of 
hunting (and other "like-hunting" 
pursuits) is that human identity in 
the world is being established. Our 
Indian forebearers, for example, often 
received their name and found out 
who they were on the basis of hunt- 
ing encounters. In this modern age 
of identity diffusion in mass urban 
culture, knowing who we are and re- 
establishing a sense of power over 
part of the world is a real need. That 
hunting helps in this regard is good. 

Ernest Hemingway once wrote a 
story called "The Short, Happy Life 
of Francis Macomber." As I recall it, 
Francis Macomber was a man pretty 
much emasculated by a domineering, 
over-powering, nagging wife. The two 
went on a hunting safari in Africa. 
During the hunt Francis found him- 
self challenged by a charging cape 
buffalo. The animal came at him 
straight on, and for the first time in 
his life, Macomber stood his ground! 
He fired as the beast came at him. 

The animal fell where Macomber 
stepped aside. Francis smiled and 
knew who he was, in strength. And 
then his wife, seeing this confident 
smile, blew his brains out! Hence, the 
short, happy life of Francis Ma- 
comber! If hunting does in some way 
help reestablish one's place of iden- 
tity in the world, it may be interpret- 
ed as serving a positive good. One of 
the heroes of the Old Testament is 
a man named Nimrod. He is called 
"the first on earth to be a mighty 
hunter." The Bible says, "He was a 
mighty hunter before the Lord" 
(Genesis 10:8,9). Nimrod's progeny 
still desire to be mighty men in the 
world and before the Lord. Hunting 
is called a recreational sport and, 
indeed, it may be re-creational of the 
self which otherwise might be lost. 

The second major thing I want to 
say has to do with the preservation 
of animal life. T believe that hunting 
involves us in an irony. It seems to 
prompt an ecological trade-off be- 
tween hunter and hunted which 
serves a larger, natural, and ultimate 
good. 

There was an article in a recent 
issue of the Wyoming Wildlife enti- 
tied "The Conversion of an Anti- 
Hunter." Author and naturalist Pa- 
mela Landers said that her mind was 
changed on hunting because of con- 
versations with and observations of 

Hunting provides a test of self, lacking for many elsewhere in their lives. 
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hunters. She allowed some friends to 
come onto her land to hunt deer. In 
the process she discovered that these 
hunter-types had an intimate knowl- 
edge of, along with a deep love and 
appreciation for, nature and wildlife. 
She had observed this knowledge and 
love in few other people. It was born, 
her friends insisted, out of the hunt- 
ing enterprise which required them to 
think, observe, and move in ways very 
attuned to nature. If hunting could 
do that for people, Landers said, it 
was serving an important function of 
putting man in closer relation to na- 
ture. 

Persons who influenced Pamela 
Landers would be "sportsmen" as dis- 
tinct from persons who might be 
called "vandals" or "slob hunters." 
The sportsman is a person with a 
unique but special reverence for life. 
Very much like our Indian ancestors, 
the sportsman (or woman) often 
comes to appreciate large and small 
game, waterfowl, and other animals 
as "brother and sister" whom one 
loves and cares for, even in death. 
Moreover, in a larger frame, the 
sportsman cares about the preserva- 
tion of wildlife for this and future 
generations. Though a hunter's origi- 
nal motivation might have been less 
than ideal - to have fun, to show 
prowess, to exercise power, and so 
forth - he may very well end up as 
a person who insures that wildlife is 
regulated and preserved for posterity. 
I find in this a kind of divine irony, 
as if to suggest with Saint Paul that 
the "foolishness of men is made wis- 
dom by God" to sustain the natural 
order. (Irony ofironies: even the "slob 
hunter" in his purchase of a hunting 
license ends up contributing to the 
maintenance of habitat and herds, 
fields and pheasants.) 

As a consequence of this ironic 
tradeoff, today there are more deer 
in America than when Columbus 
landed. To be sure, some animals are 
still on the endangered species list, 
but others are coming back in en- 
couraging numbers. By 1900 in Col- 
orado, when the full force of 
"conquering the West" was complet- 
ed, all elk, grizzly bear, buffalo, ante- 
lope, bighorn sheep and mountain 
goats were virtually eliminated. But 
today most of these animals have 
been restored - some in large num- 
bers and most in excellent health. 
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Just over ten years ago, the Colorado 
Division of Wildlife started a new 
program to establish a resident goose 
population. They began with 600 
geese; at last count the state's resi- 
dent goose population was in excess 
of 52,000 birds. I doubt that these 
kinds of restoration of wildlife would 
ever have occurred had it not been 
basically for persons, who through 
hunting, learned to care and take re- 
sponsibility for the earth's wildlife. 
These people organized themselves 
into associations such as Ducks Un- 
limited and local conservation clubs. 
They lobbied for and got passed bills 
which help preserve endangered non- 
game species. Even the National 
Rifle Association contributes to the 
good of animal preservation. People 
in these various groups all went out 
to kill and ironically gave new life. 

Our situation with wildlife today is 
that for animal and bird populations 
to be maintained in balance with 
their habitat, it is necessary to regu- 
larly reduce their numbers. Addition- 
al regulated hunting is one of the best 
ways to handle this reduction in pop- 
ulation. The primary threat to wild- 
life now is not that posed by the 

Nimrods, Abels and Esaus but by the 
Cains, Jacobs, Nehemiahs and other 
"developers" of this world. Automo- 
bilized, urban, industrial, overpopu- - 

lated, consumptive, modern society is 
what now most endangers wildlife. 
There is no "other side of the moun- 
tain" and much of the natural habitat 
is being taken for housing, condomin- 
iums, factories, roads, dams, and ex- 
tended farming. The question which 
Esau must ask himself is whether the 
birthright will again be sold for a mess 
of pottage. I hope that it will not be, 
but rather that all of us will "have 
dominion" (that is, take responsi- 
bility) for the fishes of the seas and 
the creeping things and beasts of the 
earth whom God has created. If, by 
the less-than-ideal motivation of the 
human species to exercise prowess 
and power, we end up fulfilling the 
divine injunction to love the living 
creatures, then praised be the name 
of the Lord, whose ways are ironic 
and right-on (that is, righteous) alto- 
gether. 

I'll tell the reader and my congre- 
gation something else. It's okay to 
pray for the elk. I do.D 

PORTLAND AUDUBON FILM SERIES 
The Audubon Society of Portland 

will again sponsor a series of five 
wildlife films, each accompanied by 
the lecturist-photographer who pro- 
duced it. All films will be shown at 
Benson High School Auditorium, 546 
NE 12th Avenue in Portland, and all 
will begin at 8 p.m. 

The first is scheduled for Wednes- 
day, October 15. Dennis Holt will 

present his film "Okefenokee, Land of 
Trembling Earth". Okefenokee 
Swamp in southeastern Georgia is 
one of the largest and most primitive 
swamps in the United States, and its 
rich plant and wildlife resources are 
unique. 

Other films in the 1980-81 series of 
programs are: 

November 12, "Vanishing Amen- 
can Wildlife", with Burdette White. 

January 27, "Song of the Northern 
Prairie" by Allen King. 

February 24, "Adventures of a 
Wildlife Photographer" by Robert 

Davison. 
March 26, "Wilderness Trails", 

with Charles T. Hotchkiss. 
The Audubon Wildlife Films are 

scheduled through the National Au- 
dubon Society, headquartered in New 
York City. The Society celebrates its 
75th anniversary this year, has more 
than 400,000 members and some 400 
chapters including the one in Port- 
land. 

Season tickets and information 
about the films of the series are avail-' 
able at the Audubon Society sanctu- 
any on Cornell Road and at Stevens 
and Sons ticket agency, Lloyd Center. 
They may also be ordered by mail 
from John T. King, Chairman, Audu- 
bon Wildlife Films, 3320 SW 100th 
Avenue, Portland, Oregon 97225. 
Season tickets sell for $8 for adults 
and $4 for students. Single admission ' 
tickets are also available at the door. 
They cost $2.50 for adults and $1.25 
for students.D 
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Do hunters go through predictable "phases' of maturity? Research indicates they do indeed. 

SEASONS OF CHANGE 

Late fall undoubtedly creates more 
ambivalent feelings among hunters 
than any other time of the year. Just 
contrast your anticipation and ex- 
citement prior to the hunting season 
with your regrets as you mark off the 
last few days of the season. 

Research indicates that the best 
hunters are people who know, under- 
stand, and love the out-of-doors. 
They have insights and a perspective 

Ì about natural things built upon "ex- 
periencing", the only true way of 
knowing. These experiences have 
been varied, unexpected, exciting, 
OREGON WILDLIFE 

By Bob Jackson and Bob Norton, 
University of 

Wisconsin at La Crosse. 

sometimes depressing, frustrating, 
and forever accumulating. 

For many of us these hunting expe- 
riences ultimately develop into a phi- 
losophy and a way of life. The lessons 
learned and accumulated from hunt- 
ing affect all our values, relationships 
and appreciations. And so, a hunter 
can experience the last season and 
grow in his understanding ofwhat life 
is about and a greater awareness of 
who and what he is. 

For the last five years, the writers 
have been conducting a series of com- 
prehensive studies of Wisconsin 

hunters. More than 600 individuals 
were observed in the field and inter- 
viewed in depth as a means of de- 
scribing the behaviors, life, experi- 
ences, values and satisfactions of 
Wisconsin waterfowl hunters. 

Additional studies have put the 
researchers in field contact with more 
than 1000 Wisconsin deer-gun hunt- 
ers in ten representative management 
units plus intensive home interviews 
with a sample group. These contacts 
with waterfowl and deer hunters have 
provided the writers with a unique 
opportunity to evaluate the experi- 
ences that mature and change the 
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values and lifestyle of many hunters. 
It has been a privilege to hear 

hunters reflect on key experiences 
with wild life and the out-of-doors, 
associations with fellow hunters, a 
unique, shared experience with a son 
or daughter, and certainly the ambiv- 
aient feelings created by the kill. 

The writers are avid hunters and 
behavioral scientists. We are aware of 
changes in ourselves over thirty years 
of hunting experiences as well as 
changes in the hunting conditions 
(environment) around us. Both dra- 
matic and subtle development have 
occurred as sons and daughters johed 
us in the field, a good dog matured 
and aged and eventually had to stop 
hunting, job changes moved us to new 
locales, and (not the least), we have 
probed the nature of hunting and 
hunters for the last five years with 
other hunters, nonhunters, wildlife 
managers and game wardens. Were 
we unique or did other hunters sense 
and feel the same growth or change? 
We were determined to find out and 
we discovered hunters were just as 
anxious to reflect on their own 
changes and development. 

It's not surprising that hunters saw 
changes in themselves. What is im- 
portant is how their statements about 
satisfactions, motivations, and hunt- 
ing behaviors fell into predictable 
patterns of development. Statistical 
analysis indicates that these patterns 
are strongly influenced by both hunt- 
er age and by years of hunting experi- 
ence. To illustrate, many older hunt- 
ers said they had changed 
dramatically in their need to bag 
game. Bagging the limit no longer 
meant everything. When asked the 
question, "If you had only one more 
hunting day in your lifetime, how 
would you spend it?", some hunters 
seemed to discover through reflection 
in the interview process itself that 
hunting satisfactions were now built 
around a much broader base of expe- 
riences. We vividly remember one 
gentleman who had just completed 
his fiftieth year as a duck hunter. 

"Once it was necessary for me to kill 
a gunny sack full to feel really good," 
he said, "but now it's different. Now 
it's important to be in the marsh 
before daybreak, to be able to smell, 
hear, and really see the dawn. I watch 
the frost melt off reeds, hear and see 
the morning flight, warm my hands 
Page 8 

around a cup of hot coffee! Now, I 
really don't need to shoot any more 
of those birds to have a good day. I 
know the marsh like the back of my 
hand, but I'd never have been where 
I am today if I couldn't have been 
a hunter." 

This waterfowler also told us how 
he had gone alone to the marsh at 
sundown, once each of the last ten 
seasons, and there spent the complete 
night. It permitted him to completely 
experience, in total solitude, a world 
that he had discovered through expe- 
rience and learned to love deeply. 
Always present was the nagging 
thought that he might not be around 
for the next season. 

As we listened to hunters relate 
their deep feelings about the outdoor 
world, we sensed that apparently 
hunters passed through stages, or as 
often stated by the hunter, "phases". 
The phases seemed to fall into five 
rather distinct clusters. The observa- 
tional data we were collecting sup- 
ported this theory as did audience or 
reader reaction to our first reports. 
We are asking sportsmen through this 
article to measure themselves against 
these stages and report both their 
evaluation and explanations of the 
changes to us through a question- 
naire. (Details appear at the end of 
this article.) 

Phase # i : Shooter Stage: The 
hunter talked about satisfaction of 
hunting being closely tied to being 
able to "get shooting". Often the 
young, beginning, duck hunter would 
relate to us that he had had an excel- 
lent day of hunting and what was 
excellent was that he had gotten "a 
lot of shooting". The novice deer 
hunter would talk about the number 
of shooting opportunities, and miss- 
ing game was of little consequence. 
The beginning hunter apparently 
needs to pull the trigger and test out 
the capability of his weapon. He may 
or may not shoot at blackbirds, signs, 
insulators, tin cans, or a hawk. One 
key variable in this apparently is 
whether or not the beginning hunter 
has an opportunity to test his gun 
(or bow) through trap shooting or on 
a rifle range or a bow hunting field 
course. 

Phase #2: Limiting-Out Stage: 
The hunter still talked about satis- 
faction gained from shooting, but 

what seemed more important was 
measuring success and self through 
the killing of game and the number ' 

of birds or animals shot. The duck 
hunter would say: "Had a good day, 
got four out of five", or refer to days 
where he had "limited out". The deer 
hunter seemed to enjoy describing a 
long or running shot but the absolute 
measure of the hunt was filling that 
tag. Most readers will also recognize 
this stage in fellow hunters who need 
to brag, "Yes, our party filled." 

Phase #3: Trophy Stage: At this 
stage of development satisfaction was 
described in terms of selectivity of 
game, usually reflecting the hunter's 
idea of a trophy. The duck hunter 
might take only green heads and pass 
up good shots on birds with less 
status. The deer hunter, of course, 
sought the big buck. Shooting oppor- 
tunity and skills are now of lesser 
importance. Deer hunters in this 
phase would pass up a small buck and 
wait for the big one - even until the 
next season. They were also willing 
to travel distances to hunt areas that 
might produce a really big buck. 

Phase *4: Method Stage: It is 
characterized by an intensity or al- 
most religious fervor about waterfowl 
hunting. This hunter usually has all 
of the specialized equipment: decoys, 
calls, camouflaged boat, retriever, etc. 
Hunting has become one of the most 
important dimensions of that per- 
son's life. It's what he does best and 
he lives for the opportunity to prac- 
tice that expertise. Seldom did satis- 
faction primarily relate to the "taking 
of game" at this stage but instead 
switched to method. Hunters bagged 
to hunt not hunted to bag. Taking 
of game was necessary and intrinsic 
but secondary to "how" it was done. 

Specialization or handicapping be- 
came the prime factor in satisfaction. 
A duck hunter might talk at length 
about decoying, the lay out, picking 
a site, wind and weather variables, 
and the qualities of different kinds of 
decoys, and then finally describe 
what it was like to watch as a flock 
began to "work the blocks". Expert 
callers told of their special satisfac- 
tions in turning a high bird, and then 
talking it in. 

In this stage the deer hunter now 
wants to take a buck on a one to one 
basis or with one selected partner in 
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Shooting skills, setting decoys, calling, dogwork . . . these and other aspects of 
hunting may come to take on more significance than number of birds taken. 

pursuit. He describes observation of 
signs, pacing, tracking and eventually 
the seeing and taking of the animal, 
but always on the animal's terms, in 
its natural environment. No need to 
stack the odds of getting game in 
favor of the hunter by hunting in 
large drives or in the middle of the 
opening day "army" ofhunters. Often 
times the hunter has moved to a more 
primitive weapon - the black powder 
muzzle loader or the bow. While bag 
limits, limiting out, and the final kill- 
ing of the game were seldom men- 
tioned, it was still understood that 
hunting still included the final taking 
of the bird or animal. 

Phase #5: Sportsman Stage: Our 
research findings indicate a "mellow- 
ing out" stage which apparently 
many hunters do not reach until 
about 40 years of age and after many 
years of hunting. At this point, the 
hunter finds satisfaction in the total 
hunting experience. The hunter 
seemed to be fully mature as a person 
and as a hunter (or is it burned out?). 
OREGON WILDLIFE 

As such, he needed no longer to meas- 
ure his worth or control his world by 
the taking of game. 

Instead he talked of hunter satis- 
faction in terms of a total apprecia- 
tion of nature or the companionship 
of partners or family. He is the duck 
hunter at the beginning of the article, 
satisfied to be afield, to experience the 
out-of-doors in its completeness, to 
anticipate and appreciate, and to feel 
completely satisfied with that experi- 
ence. Not many talked at this stage, 
but those that did know who they 
were. 

How does a person get to this stage 
of oneness with the environment, 
what are the ingredients? Time, as 
indicated earlier, is certainly one fac- 
tor. But perhaps certain unique expe- 
riences provide the second element. 
The writers challenge our readers to 
reflect on their own hunting behav- 
iors and experiences. 

As you reflect on this hunting sea- 
son, where are you in regards to your 
satisfaction as a hunter? At what 

stage would you place yourself? Our 
studies also indicate that you may be 
at different stages for different forms 
of hunting (method stage for water- 
fowl but limiting-out stage for upland 
birds). And how did you get there? 
You can contribute to our research 
studies by completing a question- 
naire. In particular we are trying to 
identify those experiences that con- 
tribute to the maturing of a hunter. 

Can extensive opportunity to shoot 
trap or range fire a rifle pull a begin- 
ning hunter through the shooting 
stage without shooting hawks, insu- 
lators or signs? If we can learn more 
about these key experiences (good 
models, significant books, important 
events) we in turn can help those who 
seek to preserve and improve hunting 
through improved hunter education 
and better management and enforce- 
ment policies. And as you look closely 
at hunting this November, go into it 
softly and thoughtfully, with love 
and understanding, for another year 
must pass before you can come this 
way again.D 

( Editor's note - Space consider- 
ations do notpermitprinting the two- 
page questionnaire with this article. 
If you would be willing to contribute 
your comments to the research being 
conducted by Jackson and Norton, 
write Tony Faast, Hunter Education 
Coordinator, P.O. Box 3503, Port- 
land, Oregon 97208 for a question- 
naire. If enough responses are re- 
ceived, a follow-up article on 
Oregonian response to the question- 
naire will follow.) 

E dit orial 
(continued from page 2) 

lands or oilfields and pipelines. I wear 
clothes made from wool (which corn- 
rnits wildlife forage to domestic 
sheep), cotton (which replaces oak- 
pine woodlands of the South) or po- 
lyester (which cornes from coal or 
oil). In short, every human, by exist- 
ing, consumes or displaces wild 
things." 

To continue to make false distinc- 
rions between consumptive and non- 
consumptive users is to play into the 
hand of those who don't give a damn 
about wildlife, says Weeden. There 
are only consumers who care, and 
consumers who don't care. D 

Reprinted courtesy of 
Colorado Outdoor magazine 
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With white bellies flashing, sandpipers turn as one while flying several shorebirds species that depend on coastal marshes for 
over a tidal flat near Bandon. The sandpipers are just one of a winter food supply. 

- 4. 

Like other shorebirds, these willets are 
equipped with long bills to probe the 
mud for food. 

COASTAL MARSHES VITAL 
FOR MIGRATING SHOREBIRDS 

Story and photos by Jim Gladson 

At first glance, a tidal flat at low 
tide would seem to have little value. 
Like an empty bathtub, water is 
needed to give the place meaning. 

When water is there, people can see 
the waterfowl floating on and flying 
across the surface. In summer, brown 
pelicans may also come and spend a 
few months. And then there is always 
that mysterious knowledge that life 
is moving about beneath the surface. 

When the tide goes out, waterfowl 
and pelicans go to other waters and 
gooey mud deflates the image of large 
fish or crabs moving beneath the sur- 
face. 

While the casual observer may not 
notice, there is another, more positive, 
side to this expanse of mud. 

Clammers may see an opportunity 
to venture out on the mud and dig 
a meal of shellfish. A variety of birds 
also see a source of life-sustaining 
food. 

Many different types of bugs and 
worms live beneath the mud, and a 
group of bird species called shorebirds 
are uniquely equipped to probe the 
mud and dig them out. 

In Oregon, the majority of the 
shorebird species such as willets, 
whimbrels and sandpipers are seen 
mainly during the fall and winter 

months. These birds breed in the 
north then come to the Oregon ' 

marshes to poke their long beaks in 
the mud in search of winter food. 

While this essential shorebird habi- 
tat may seem plentiful, it is not. In 
search of more land, coastal commu- 
nities have started to turn westward. 
In many areas, the buildable strip of 
land between the sea and the Coast 
Range has been used up. So marshes 
are being filled to allow further in- 
dustrial and residential development. 

Without these muddy "wastes" to 
provide winter shelter and food, a 
serious decline in shorebird popula- 
tions is inevitable. Loss of water sur- 
face area and shallow feeding sites to 
encroaching development would also 
limit the habitat usable by waterfowl 
and the endangered brown pelican. 

As part of its nongame program, 
the Department of Fish and Wildlife, 
working with a variety of other goy- 
ernment agencies, is attempting to 
identify important tidal marshes for 
preservation. 

A marsh near Bandon is one area 
under consideration as a potentia1 

site because the shortage of tidelani 
habitat is especially critical on the 
southern Oregon coast.fl 
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Department biologists are keeping a 
close eye on marsh use. Some areas on 
the coast may ultimately be preserved 
as critical shorebird habitat under the 
nongame program. 



- 
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Members of the Deschutes advisory committee will make management recommen- 
dations for future management of the Deschutes River. 

WHICH WAY THE DESCHUTES? 

Which way is management of the 
Deschutes headed? That and other 
complex questions about the lower 
one hundred miles of the river face 
a 17-member task force appointed by 
Governor Atiyeh. The group made up 
of citizens, property owners, elected 
officials, river guides, and other recre- 
ation ethusiasts must sort out a vari- 
ety of often conflicting interests on 
the Deschutes and zero in on the 
issues and alternatives for manage- 
ment of the river corridor. This 
report is due by December. 

In the semi-arid landscape of cen- 
tral Oregon the Deschutes provides 
a lush, narrow ribbon of water and 
green foliage that is loved by fish, 
livestock, wildlife and people. 
Therein lies the source of the prob- 
lems. The river and its banks are 
being loved beyond what many areas 
can stand. Use by boaters and rafters 
has jumped dramatically in the past 
several years. Evidence of poor 
human sanitation practices are obvi- 
Page 12 

ous along with denuded campsites, 
fire rings and litter. Heavy use by 
livestock in some areas has broken 
down streambanks and removed 
young alders in addition to the grass. 
These areas are often subject to the 
erosive forces of jet boat wakes and 
high water. The noise and disturb- 
ance of motor-propelled boats offend 
some floaters seeking more peaceful 
surroundings for their sport. 

The Deschutes from Pelton Regu- 
lating Dam to the Columbia River is 
designated a state scenic waterway. 
The purpose is to preserve outstand- 
ing scenic and recreational qualities. 
The designation includes the river 
and land within one quarter mile on 
each bank. Dams, placer mining and 
impoundments are prohibited in this 
area. No attempt is made to turn 
back time. Existing uses are recog- 
nized and can continue. There may 
be constraints upon future develop- 
ment depending upon the waterway 
classification however. 

The Deschutes is classed as "recre- 
ational". It is not a wilderness river. 
Cultivated fields and ranches dot its 
banks. The railroad runs nearly the 
full length. Native trout, steelhead, 
thrilling whitewater, and canyon 
scenery attract thousands of people 
especially on weekends and holidays. 
Despite the fact that the river flows 
continually it is now being recognized 
as a limited resource. Use cannot in- 
crease unchecked indefinitely. Con- 
tinued use at the present heavy level 
may well destroy features than make 
the Deschutes so attractive to all 
concerned. The state scenic water 
designation was imposed in 1969 to 
prevent just that. 

Fish resources on the Deschutes 
are perhaps the one exception among 
the problems of heavy use and the 
resulting damage to the environ- 
ment. Biologists feel the trout popu- 
lation is at or near carrying capacity Th 
and is being maintained without 
stocking by current angling restric- 
tions. While steelhead numbers are 
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presently low the problem is attri- 
buted to conditions in the Columbia 

-. - River and ocean survival rather than 
a deteriorating environment in the 
Deschutes. Production of steelhead 
and spring chinook salmon from the 
Warm Springs National Fish Hatch- 
ery should improve runs of these fish 
in the near future. 

Following packed hearings in The 
Dalles, Madras and Portland the 
task force must now formulate rec- 
ommendations addressed to the 
various interests that own or manage 
portions of the river and its resources. 
Among them are the Parks and Ree- 
reation Division of the State Depart- 
ment of Transportation, Bureau of 
Land Management, Oregon Depart- 
ment of Fish and Wildlife, Warm 
Springs Confederated Tribes, and pri- 
vate landowners. The job will not be 
an easy one. Task force chairman 
Roger Martin repeatedly emphasized 
at the hearings that there is no pre- 
conceived direction nor any agency 
or interest guiding the group's think- 
ing. 

Testimony at the hearings covered 
a wide range of opinions and ideas. 

,'. Most often expressed were feelings 
about some form of permit system 
like that found on the Rogue and 
Snake rivers. Most concerns related 
to financing, enforcement and distri- 
bution of permits. Many felt a permit 
system would only force heavier use 
on other rivers. Regulation of group 
size, informational material to pro- 
mote proper use of the river environ- 
ment, better identification of private 
and public land plus a numbering 
system for all boats were among sug- 
gestions offered. At least some of 
those appearing felt there was not 
sufficient need to justify imposing a 
new set of regulations and govern- 
ment involvement. 

Like most public controversies it is 
unlikely that everyone will be satis- 
fled with whatever ideas prevail in 
the task force recommendations. Ac- 
tual implementation of any proposals 
is still another uncertain step in the 
process. Regardless of the outcome 
the fact that many people are explor- 
ing new ideas is a positive sign that ,the future of Oregon's popular Des- 
thutes River will not be left to 

- chance.D 
Cliff Hamilton 

OREGON WILDLIFE 

CURLEWS 
Early settlers of the west called them "prairie pigeons" because the huge 

flocks of migratory long-billed curlews reminded the pioneers of the sky- 
darkening flights of passenger pigeons back east. 

The passenger pigeon is extinct now, but the curlew is still around. The 
huge flocks are gone though, victims of an inability to adapt to a changing 
environment. 

Although far fewer in number than a century ago, the curlew is a common 
summer bird in certain areas of the sagebrush rangelands of eastern Oregon. 
These large brown birds may be seen between mid-March and early August. 
They winter in the southwestern U.S. 

The long-billed curlew is a member of the shorebird family Scolopacidae 
but could never be confused with one of its tiny relatives that scamper along 
the ocean's edge. 

An adult female curlew weighs in at two pounds with a wing spread of 
more than 40 inches. Its distinctive downturned bill may measure up to eight 
inches long. The male curlew is about one-third smaller than the female. 

While curlew nests may be found in several areas of eastern Oregon, the 
largest breeding populations owe their existence to the U.S. military. Both 
the Umatilla Army Depot and several thousand acres of Navy controlled land 
near Boardman have relatively high nesting concentrations. These two areas, 
along with the Umatilla National Wildlife Refuge, form islands of pristine 
desert habitat in a sea of surrounding agriculture. 

It was the plows of those early settlers that started the curlew decline, 
and the story remains the same today. 

Curlews prefer the sage and grasslands for their nests. They will not use 
tilled land. The nests are shallow stick and feather lined depressions in the 
sandy soil. The birds hatch an average of three to four chicks. 

Curlew nests are models of camouflage. An observer who knows the exact 
location of a nest may still have trouble seeing it from as little as eight feet 
away. The female curlew sitting on eggs will sometimes stay on the nest when 
approached. Scientists have banded adult curlews simply by picking them 
up from the nest. 

The male curlew will usually flush from cover more quickly. The bird will 
also attack intruders. The female may also join the fight and then an uninvited 
visitor could find life very uncomfortable. 

The warning call of the curlew is the origin of its name. The plaintive "cur- 
lew" sound is to the open prairie as the cry of the loon is to the summer 
marsh.o 

Jim Gladson 
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THIS AND THAT 
Compiled by Ken Durbin 

MOUNT ST. HELENS 
FOLDER ISSUED 

A color folder on Mount St. Helens 
has been produced by the Pacific 
Northwest Region of the U.S. Forest 
Service and is now available to indi- 
viduals on request. 

The six-page 81/2 by 11 folder con- 
tains before, during, and after erup- 
tion photographs, drawings, and a 
reproduction of a painting of the vol- 
cano in eruption in 1847. Geologic 
history, Indian lore, the naming of the 
mountain, and other information is 
included. 

Copies of the folder are available 
at the Gifford Pinchot National 
Forest office, 500 West 12th Street, 
Vancouver, at the Forest's two visitor 
centers on Interstate 5, and at the 
Multnomah Building lobby office of 
the Forest Service at 319 S.W. Pine 
Street in Portland.D 

TECOPA PUPFISH SUCCUMBS 
For the very first time, an animal 

has been removed from the U.S. En- 
dangered Species List for the reason 
that it is presumed to be extinct. 

No one has seen a Tecopa pupfish 
since 1970. Its earlier haunts - small 
pools and springs near Tecopa, Cali- 
fornia - now contain no trace of the 
1½ inch fish. 

Its downfall began 20 to 30 years 
ago, according to the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, when two springs 
were rechanneled in connection with 
a bathhouse building project. The 
pupfish could not adapt to this 
change in their habitat. Also, various 
other fish brought into the area corn- 
peted with the pupfish for food, and 
preyed on their young. 

Powder River Sportsman 

I F? 

"If the beasts and birds abound no 
more and fish grow scarce on every 
shore, what chance have you and I, 
my friend, to meet a different, gladder 
end?" 

Anonymous 
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SEISMIC CREW DISCOVERS 
DINOSAUR EGGS 

A Shell Oil seismic party working 
about 55 miles west of Great Falls, 
Montana, has discovered the first 
whole dinosaur eggs ever found in 
North America. The eggs were found 
in a geological formation that is a 
mixture of mudstone and limestone 
laid down more than 80 million years 
ago. 

Texas Parks & Wildlife 

ADAPTED TO MAN 
According to the National Wildlife 

Federation, the common housefly is 
apparently the most far ranging spe- 
cies outside of man. Originally con- 
fined to the tropics, the fly extended 
its range through adaptability to 
man's every way of life. It spends the 
cooler seasons in a dormant state and 
uses man's heated structures as its 
home. If man 'leaves the cooler re- 
gions, it is believed that the fly will 
again be confined to the tropics. 

FARMS ARE BIG DRINKERS 
Whenever you sit down to lunch, 

dinner or supper, you are drinking 
more water than you think. Research 
done at the University of California 
shows that it takes 4,553 gallons of 
water to produce those three square 
meals for one person in California. 

A breakfast menu of grapefruit, 
cereal, toast and milk uses only 209 
gallons. Lunch, if it consists of a 
hamburger, bun, french fries and soft 
drink, chalks up 1,427 gallons. Dinner 
is the "big drinker," gulping down 
2,897 gallons of water to produce a 
steak, potato, vegetable, salad, slice 
of watermelon and milk. Meat prod- 
ucts are the highest consumers of 
water, with the hamburger and eight 
ounces of steak consuming 3,910 of 
the 4,553 gallons of water. 

While some of this water cornes 
from winter rains, the rest must be 
pumped out of the ground or stored 
in dams and reservoirs high in the 
mountains before being used to irri- 
gate crops and pastureland. Making 
the desert bloom doesn't come cheap. 

Conservation News 

PIGEON EXPRESS SAVING GAS 
A hospital in Plymouth, England 

is using carrier pigeons to transport.- 
blood samples to a lab for analys 
in Devonport, a community severa1 
miles away. And hospital administra- 
tors have been delighted with the 
results. The pigeons are saving thou- 
sands of gallons of gasoline a year, 
and what's more, the samples are 
being delivered nearly three times 
faster than they were by the old 
car-and-road method. 

Michigan Natural Resources 
Magazine 

PUSHING FOR PEDAL POWER 
The U.S. has more than 78 million 

commuters in this country, but only 
500,000 currently ride a bike to work. 
So says a U.S. Transportation 
Department Survey. However, the 
study estimates that nearly eight 
times that many could pedal to work 
right now if - and it's a big IF - if 
some of the current problems which 
inhibit cycle commuting are changed. 
These include narrow lanes, made- 
quate road shoulders, and restrictive 
traffic laws. Hoping to improve that, 
the DOT wants to wean another two 
million pedalers off of gas guzzlers by 
1985. 

Michigan Natural Resources 
Magazine 

FIVE OF TOP-TEN BIRDS 
CONSIDERED PESTS 

According to the National Wildlife 
Federation, of the 10 bird species most 
frequently sighted in the United 
States, five are considered by many 
to be pests. The national Wildlife's 
top-ten includes starlings, mourning 
doves, western meadowlarks, horned 
larks, robins, crows, red-winged 
blackbirds, house sparrows, barn 
swallows and common grackles. Of 
that list, starlings, crows, redwings, 
sparrows and grackles have a reputa- 
tion as pests. There may be more 
redwings in the United States than 
any other bird, at least it was th ' 
most often sighted species in a recent 
survey. 
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Each month in this space we at- 
tempt to feature one concept, subject 
or thought about wildlife and make 
suggestions through the "window" at 
the bottom of this page on activities 
a school class, youth club or other 

could pursue to develop the 
topic. Occasionally additional refer- 
ences or sources of information are 
listed. As the second of a two part 
series on wildlife laws and regula- 
tions, we will continue that effort. 

(T Last month we took a quick look 
_t the history of wildlife laws, the 
differences between laws and regula- 
tions, and who enforces them. Con- 
cerning history, some interesting 
highlights of the progression of fish 
and wildlife rules in Oregon are noted 
in a writing by Bob Mace titled "A 
Chronological History of Fish and 
Wildlife Administration in Oregon". 
A free copy can be obtained through 
the "Window". 

Probably the most frequently 
asked question during any discussion 
of laws or regulations is "What's the 
fine . . .?" or "What's the penalty for" 
some particular infraction? For the 
most part the only answer is to note 
the maximum penalty allowed by law 
and indicate the final decision is up 
to the judge. Most fish and wildlife 

. I 

violations are misdemeanors. So are 
such things as shoplifting and crimi- 

na! trespass. The maximum penalty 
set by law for these kinds of violations 
is one year in jail and a $1000 fine. 

The judge may also confiscate any 
equipment used such as a fishing rod 

. rifle and suspend the person's 

iunting or fishing privileges for 5ev- 
eral years. 
OREGON WILDLIFE 

Oregon 's 

WILDLIFE 
WINDOW 

Some very serious violations are 
classed as lesser felonies. Maximum 
penalty for these can be up to five 
years in jail and a fine of $2,500. 
Confiscation of equipment and 
suspending of privileges may also be 
applied. Conviction of a felony carries 
the loss of other privileges and rights 
as a citizen also. 

A minimum bail schedule for fish 
and wildlife violations set by the 
Minor Courts Rules Committee pro- 
vides judges a guideline for setting 
fines in most cases. This schedule 
gives some perception of the relative 
seriousness with which various in- 
fractions are considered. A copy can 
likely be obtained from your local 
State Police office. 

Laws and regulations of other 
countries are vastly different from 
ours both in their nature and the way 
they are administered. In the U.S., 
fish and wildlife are a public resource. 
In Europe, these are considered the 
property of individual landowners. 
This creates a vast difference in the 
process of management and enforce- 
ment. It is interesting to compare 
these two systems for they show some 
basic philosophical differences in goy- 
ernment and public rights. 

Another interesting area of wildlife 
law involves international agree- 
ments or treaties. Perhaps the best 
known of these involve migratory 
birds, whales, and ocean fishing. 
Where could you find information on 
these agreements? D 

THIS MONTH'S WINDOW 

BE THE JUDGE 

Compare the relative seriousness of fish and wildlife violations 
to other crimes. What scale might you use to make this deter- 
mination? 

Contact local judges or the district attorney's office to get their 
feelings and philosophies on prosecution of fish and wildlife 
violations. How do you feel about what you learned2 

Debate the benefits of the U.S. versus the European system 
of game laws, game ownership and management processes. 
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FISH AND WILDLIFE COMMISSION 
MULLS 1981 ANGLING RULES 

On Saturday, September 20, the 
Fish and Wildlife Commission heard 
the recommendations of its Fish Di- 
vision staff for changes in 1981 an- 
gling regulations. The Commission 
also received recommendations from 
the public and has a month to consid- 
er all proposed changes before the 
new regulations are adopted on Sat- 
urday, October 25. (Hearing sched- 
ules on page 2.) 

The following summary includes 
the major staff proposals for changes 
in the current angling synopsis for 
1981. 

GENERAL REGULATIONS 
* Exclude instream beaver ponds 

from waters designated as lakes, 
ponds and reservoirs. (To clarify 
that these waters open with the 
streams, not with the lakes and 
reservoirs.) 

* Permit the use of treble hooks %- 
inch or smaller on lures in the 
section of the Rogue now restricted 
to the use of single-point hooks 
%-inch or smaller. 

SALMON-STEELHEAD REGULA- 
TIONS 

* Close upper reaches of East and 

OREGON 
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Middle Forks of Coquille to all 
angling during salmon spawning 
season, September 15 - November 
30 because of snagging problems. 

* Close Eagle Creek (Clackamas sys- 
tern) to all angling April 25 - May 
22, same reason. 

* Close Herman Creek to all angling 
August 15 - November 30, same 
reason. 

* Open Cow Creek (South Umpqua 
tributary) for winter steelhead an- 
gling. 

* Move Applegate River angling 
deadline upstream 11 miles to a 
point below Applegate Dam. 

* Open salmon season above Gold 
Ray Dam (Rogue River) in No- 
vember and December when coho 
are available. 

* Extend Deschutes River steelhead 
season for fin-clipped (hatchery) 
fish through December above 
Sherar Falls. 

* Close John Day River system (zone 
7) to all salmon fishing because of 
depressed runs. 

* Restructure Columbia River salm- 
on seasons to minimize fishing on 
depleted upriver stocks of salmon 
and steelhead. Changes include 
new zones. 

TROUT REGULATIONS 
* Include in five-fish stream bag limit 

a provision that no more than two 
may exceed 20 inches. 

* Designate Lilly Lake (Lan' 
County) catch and release only. 

* Reinstate winter trout season on 
portions of Mary's, Luckiamute, 
Yamhill and Tualatin River sys- 
tems in Willamette Valley. 

* Reduce trout bag limit on Henry 
Hagg Lake from 10 to five per day. 

* Drop "flyfishing only" gear restric- 
tion on lower two miles of North 
Fork Willamette River. 

* Drop special brown trout bag limit 
at Lemolo Reservoir and adopt 
general five fish daily bag limit. 

* Open Applegate Reservoir entire 
year (new water). 

* Add Pinehollow and Rock Creek 
reservoirs to waters open the entire 
year and drop Chenoweth and Mill 
creeks from year around list. 

* Reduce limit on East and Paulina 
lakes to five fish daily. 

* Extend trout season on Deschutes 
River between Sherar Falls and 
Pelton Regulating Dam through 
December. 

* Open Deming and Fritz creeks 
(Sprague system) with late (May,. 
23) season. 

* Establish trophy trout fishery for 
Lahontan cutthroat at Mann Lake, 
bag limit two per day, 18 inches and 
over. 

* Allow up to 10 brook trout from 
streams in upper Powder River sys- 
tern. 

OTHER FISH REGULATIONS 
* Open warm-water fishery on Tay- 

br Lake (Wasco County) on July 
1, with restricted limit on bass and 
catfish. 

* Restrict whitefish fishery in Zone 
9 to Wallowa, Minam and upper 
Grande Ronde rivers. 

The October 25 Commission meet- 
ing and public hearing will begin at 
9 a.m. in the main conference room 
at Fish and Wildlife Department 
headquarters, 506 SW Mill Street 
in Portland. 


