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This great gray owl, photographed 
near LaGrande, was among the 
birds observed during a five-year 
study to determine the species 
lifestyle and habitat requirements. 
Nongame checkoff donations pro- 
vided part of the funds. Photo by 
s. Bruce Craven 

HUNTER EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

October - November 1987 
Instructors Approved ............ 41 
Total Active ................ 1,202 
Students Trained .............. 862 
Total to Date ............... 32,557 
Hunting Casualties Reported in 1987 

Nonfatal ................... 17 
Fatal ..................... 5 
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What's New In 1988 

With the new year come some 
changes in Oregon's angling and 
hunting regulations. The angling 
rules went into effect January 1. 
Hunting regulations have not 
been set yet for 1988, but there 
will be some changes in hunt 
application timing and season 
setting schedules. So take note of 
the new things in store for the 
coming year. 

Angling 
The Fish and Wildlife Commis- 

sion approved several changes to 
angling regulations for 1988-89. 
Some of these rules include: . Reduction of the statewide bass 
bag limit to five per day, of which 
only three may be over 15 inches. 
Waters with special bass regula- 
tions different from the statewide 
rule are listed separately in the 
angling synopsis. . A shift to year-round angling 
on the Deschutes River from Pel- 
ton Dam to the mouth. . Some changes allowing con- 
sumptive steelhead fisheries on 
many northeast Oregon streams. 
Consult regulations for details. . Change of the trout fishing sea- 
son on Howard Prairie and 
Lemolo reservoirs and Hyatt Lake 
from year-round to the April 
through October trout season. 
That means these waters closed to 
angling as ofJanuary 1. 

These are just a few of the 
changes. Pick up a copy of the 
1988-89 Angling Synopsis when 
purchasing your new license and 
tags. Also, be sure to turn in 
your 1987 salmon, steelhead 
and sturgeon tags. Those 
returns help the department 
to better manage these 
resources. 

Hunting 
Big game hunters should make 

a special note of some changes in 
the regulation-setting process. As 
in 1987, the Oregon Fish and 
Wildlife Commission will meet 
Friday, January 22,in Portland to 
set regulations for antelope, cou- 
gar and bighorn sheep,as well as 
special early deer and elk seasons. 

In addition, the commission 
will also adopt regulations for 
regular-season, limited-entry 
buck deer and bull elk hunts. 
In the past, these regulations 
were approved during hearings in 
May. These seasons include popu- 
lar deer hunts in the Trout Creek 
and Steens Mountain, and elk 
seasons in areas such as the Sad- 
dle Mountain, Tioga and Ches- 
nimnus units. 

The application deadline for 
these hunts will also be earlier. 
The wildlife staff is proposing 
April 1 . The intent is to allow 
hunters more time to know 
whether they are successful in the 
drawing so they can plan their 
hunts. This early drawing may 
also allow a supplemental draw- 
ing during the traditional summer 
period for hunt areas that under- 
fill during the spring drawing 
process. 

Turkey hunters should also take 
note. The department is now 
accepting applications for the 
spring turkey gobbler hunt sehe- 
duled for April 16-May 8, 1988. 
The turkey application dead- 
line is February 15. As in 1987, 
there will be no limit on the 
number of permits issued, but 
hunters must apply in order to 
participate. Instructions for app- 
lying are on page 3 ofthe 1987 
Game Bird Regulations. 

There will also be increases in 
hunting license and tag fees for 
1988. Those new charges will be 
detailed in the 1988 hunting 
synopses. 



AllAbout Eagles 

Field Guide To Air 
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Willaniette Springer 
Boom Expected 
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UPDATE 
Want to see and learn more about bald eagles? Then set 

aside the weekend ofFebruary 12-14 for the 9th annual Bald 
Eagle Conference in Kiamath Falls. This yearly get-together is 
now attracting national attention and attendance. Program 
speakers include internationally-recognized experts . This 
conference is designed for the lay person and anybody who is 
interested in, and wants to see, eagles. 

The conference will include tours ofthe Bear Valley roost 
area, one ofthe largest concentrations ofwintering bald eagles 
in the United States. For more tnformationwrite Bald Eagle 
Conference, 5873 Estate Drive, Klamath Falls, OR 97603,or call 
(503) 882-8488. The meeting is co-sponsoredby the Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, the Kiamath Basin Audubon 
Society and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

A one-hour television program called Oregon Field Guide 
will air Saturday night, January 30,at 8:30 p.m.,on Oregon 
Public Broadcasting stations around the state. This program 
is a cooperative effort between the Department of Fish and 
Wildlife and Oregon Public Broadcasting. 

It will feature four segments including traditional Indian 
thpnet fishing at Sherar Falls, bighorn sheep trapping; a 
natural history piece on sage grouse mating rituals; and a 
story on how mountain bikes are changing the face of outdoor 
recreation. Ifwell received, this concept maybe expanded as a 
series. Be sure to watch. Let us know what you think of it. 

The 1987 run ofWillamette spring chinook into the 
Columbia River of 94,100 fish was the best showing since 1953. 
This spring, Department of Fish and Wildlife biologists are 
predicting an even better return. The pre-season projection is 
calling for 97,000 springers,just shy ofthe long-term 
management goal of 100,000. 

Keeping in mind that past proj ections have usually 
underestimated the actual return, this could be the year the 
run meets or exceeds the goal. Now anglers will have to wait 
and see ifwater conditions in the river will allow a big catch 
as well. 
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by Bill Haight - ODFW 

In 

1979, the Oregon Legisla- 
ture placed the nongame 
checkoff on the state income 

tax form and created the Non- 
game Wildlife Fund. Since then, 
Oregon taxpayers have donated 
more than $2.2 million. We want 
to take this opportunity to thank 
Oregon Wildlife readers who gave 
us their support. 

Creation of the tax checkoff 
was a turning point in Oregon's 
effort to preserve and protect non- 
game species. It has allowed us to 
do meaningful work toward recov- 
ery of threatened and endangered 
species, and conduct vital life his- 
tory investigations on many poor- 
'y understood wildlife. These do- 
nations have also allowed us to 
pursue an active program to de- 
velop, maintain and acquire enti- 
cal habitats. 

Donations to the Nongame 
Wildlife Fund provide about 60 
percent of the money spent annu- 
ally in the nongame management 
program. Prior to the 1987 legisla- 
tive session, the remainder of the 
nongame budget came from hunt- 
ing and fishing license dollars. 
Actions by the last legislature, 
however, removed those license 
dollarsand replaced them with 
general fund tax dollars. Now, the 
nongame program that benefits 
the general public is supported en- 
tirely by funds from the general 
public. 

There may be problems ahead, 
though. The nongame checkoff 
was the first donation option to be 
placed on the tax form. This was 
followed by a checkoff box for the 
arts in 1981. This year the 1987 
tax form will have three addition- 
al checkoff boxes for various pro- 
grams. Potentially, donations to 
nongame could decline. We are 
taking the positive approach to 
this concern, however, and trust- 
ing that Oregonians will be will- 
ing to lend assistance to other 
needs without reducing their com- 
mitment to our ongoing effort. 
OREGON WILDLIFE 

We will once again have a um- 
ited-edition, wildlife poster availa- 
ble for people who contribute $10 
or more, either through the check- 
off or directly to the department. 
The subject this year is the great 
blue heron. A few posters from 
past years with either the great 
grey owl or the tufted puffin are 
also still available. Write NON- 
GAME POSTER, PO Box 59, 
Portland, OR 97207, notifying us 
of your contribution and we will 
send the poster of your choice. 

Bald Eagle 

The Nongame 
Management Plan 

In 1980, the U.S. Congress 
passed the Fish and Wildlife Con- 
servation Act, also known as the 
Forscythe-Chafee or Nongame 
Act. This law was designed to pro- 
vide federal funds to the states for 
nongame programs. Unfortunate- 
ly, Congress did not adopt a fund- 
ing mechanism for the act. At this 
point, aid from this source is re- 
mote. However, Oregon has 
moved ahead to comply with pro- 

visions of the act so funds can be 
put to use when available. 

One requirement of the law was 
that participating states have a 
Nongame Management Plan in 
place. This we have done. The 
Fish and Wildlife Commission 
adopted the Oregon plan in 1985. 

This 480-page document de- 
scribes nongame resources and 
habitats, summarizes state and 
federal authorities involved in re- 
source management, and dis- 
cusses problems confronting var- 
ious wildlife species. It outlines a 
goal, strategies and a five-year 
management plan that lists tasks 
to be accomplished, who will as- 
sume responsibility for getting 
them done, and when the work 
will be completed. 

The plan also provides a handy 
wildlife reference, including a ma- 
trix of over 700 Oregon fish and 
wildlife species showing scientific 
names, where they are located 
and their preferred habitats. 

Threatened and 
Endangered Wildlife 
Last year, the state legislature 

also passed Senate Bill 533, the 
Oregon Endangered Species Act. 
This act gives the department au- 
thonity to manage threatened and 
endangered species. The new law 
also established criteria and 
procedures for listing such spe- 

.cies, and combined existing state 
and federal threatened and en- 
dangered species lists to form a 
new listing for the state. Work 
with listed species is the top prior- 
ity when allocating funds for proj- 
ects. 

Nongame 
Field Work 

Since 1982, when checkoff do- 
nations became available, the de- 
partment has initiated more than 
160 nongame projects. Many have 
been cooperative efforts with oth- 
er agencies, colleges or universi- 
ties, while other work has been 
done with private conservation or- 



ganizations such as the Nature 
Conservancy and The Peregrine 
Fund. Projects have also included 
contracts with individuals who 
specialize in particular fields of 
wildlife biology. 

The work has included a varie- 
ty of activities ranging from habi- 
tat development to basic life histo- 
ry studies; from recovery efforts 
for threatened and endangered 
species to inventories of bird and 
animal populations. 

The list of species involved is 
nearly as long as the list of con- 
tracts. Some familiar names are 
the sandhill crane, bald eagle and 
peregrine falcon. Some names 
that are, perhaps, not so familiar 
to many people are the marbled 
murrelet, Townsend's big-eared 
bat and the pygmy rabbit. 

As noted earlier, top priority 
goes to threatened or endangered 
species. The second category on 
the priority list is species which 
may become threatened or endan- 
gered i-f nothing is done to reverse 
population declines. 

The remainder of the nongame 
projects focus on species we know 
little about. With more than 500 
species of nongame wildlife in 
Oregon, there are quite a few 
animals in this category. Studies 
of these wildlife species may pre- 
vent some of them from falling 
through the cracks in our chang- 
ing world. 

Many of them are not as ele- 
gant as the bald eagle, as beauti- 
ful as a bluebird, or as comical as 
the tufted puffin. They are, how- 
ever, part of Oregon's heritage, 
and worthy of our consideration. 
Please think of them all at tax 
time and mark the checkoff box 
that says "Oregon Nongame 
Wildlife Fund." Thank you. 

Bill Haight is coordinator 
of the department's st ate- 
wide nongame management 
program. He is based in 
Portland. 

the three-toed and black-backed wood t,ecker 
by Rebecca Goggans 

A tiny transmitter on the back of this three-toed woodpecker allows biologists to track 
its movements in the lodgepole forests of central Oregon. 
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D-d-d-d-d-d-d -A 
response! i scramble franti- 
cally across landlocked logjams, 
gallop across a sloshy bog, and 
then stop! . . . and listen, with 
concentration so intent that it 
seems heavy . . . hold my breath 
. . . but no sound. I turn on a semi- 
portable game caller and my 
recording echoes through the 
forest. Then, not more than 50 
feet away, I hear a low d-d-d-d-d-d 
in response. I move towards the 
sound, and creeping quietly 
around a big snag, I see, near the 
top -a three-toed woodpecker, at 
last! 

It's another morning in my 
two-year study of the "lodgepole 
lodgers" with three toes. Both the 
three-toed and the black-backed 
woodpecker have only three, 
instead of the usual four, toes. 
Both species inhabit the lodgepole 
pine forests common from the 
Cascade Summit, east. And both 
may be affected by the rampaging 
mountain pine beetle epidemic 
that has left behind vast areas of 
dead trees, and resulted in exten- 
sive logging of this timber. 

In early spring, Claire Semi- 
nara and Rita Dixon join me in 
searching for the woodpeckers. 
Stalking through the forest, we 
frequently play a recording of 
"drumming" by a three-toed or a 
black-backed woodpecker. Drum- 
ming is the loud rhythmic sounds 
woodpeckers produce by banging 
their bill on a tree. Woodpeckers 
drum to proclaim their territory 
and to attract a mate. 

Each species of woodpecker has 
a specific rhythm to their drum, 
and we, with practice, can recog- 
nize the distinct sounds. When we 
play our recording in an individ- 
ual woodpecker's territory, it 
drums to warn the "intruder" that 
it is trespassing. We locate the 
drumming bird, and attempt to 
follow it. This is not a particularly 
easy task; encumbered by 30 
pounds of equipment -a bulky 
recorder, binoculars, heavy back- 
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pack - and forced to climb over 
the fallen trees typical of lodge- 
pole pine forests. 

Some characteristics of these 
woodpeckers magnify the diffi- 
culty. Both three-toed and black- 
backed woodpeckers blend into 
the forest shadows with their 
black and white feather pattern, 
broken only by a small yellow 
patch on the heads of the males. 
Both are sedentary compared to 
other species of woodpeckers, and 
may perch quietly in one place for 
extended periods of time. And 
both range over large areas, 
which they cover much more 

quickly than we do! All this adds 
up to a challenging search. 

We follow the woodpeckers to 
locate their nests. Late in April 
the woodpeckers become very 
secretive; they vocalize or drum 
infrequently and concentrate 
their time on a particular tree. 
They call softly to each other 
from it, peck very quietly on it, 
and mate on nearby branches; 
they have begun excavating a 
hole to nest in! Initially, both the 
male and female woodpecker 
work on the nest cavity, but later 
on, the female conserves her 
energy to produce eggs while the 
male finishes the nest. Both 
adults share the duty of incubat- 
ing their eggs. 

About three and a half weeks 
after incubation begins, we hear 
soft, whispery rattles emanating 
from the nest cavity as the juve- 
nile woodpeckers beg for food 
from their parents. A couple 
weeks later, calls from the nest- 
lings are strident and unceasing; 
they are close to leaving the nest. 

No longer fearing the adults 
will abandon their young if dis- 
turbed, we string mist nets in 
front of the nest. Once an adult 
woodpecker is caught in the net, 
we tie a small radio transmitter to 
one of its tail feathers, and begin 
our quest into the secret lives of 
these birds. 

What do they do all day? Where 
do they spend their time? How far 
do they travel? What do they eat? 
What eats them? And where do 
they go at night? These are some 
of the questions we are answering 
about these little known birds. 
Our efforts are part of a coopera- 
tive effort between Oregon De- 
partment of Fish and Wildlife's 
Nongame Program and the De- 
schutes, Fremont, and Winema 
National Forests. 

Throughout the spring and 
summer, from dawn into the early 
hours of night, we have watched 
these birds and measured the 
trees and forests they use. With 
this information, the types of hab- 
itat used by these species can be 
described, and suitable habitat 
maintained for them and their 
young, as management of Ore- 
gon's lodgepole pine forests inten- 
sifies. 

Rebecca Goggans con- 
ducted her research under a 
contract with the Oregon 
Department of Fish and 
Wildlife and the U.S. Forest 
Service. She has since been 
hired by the department to 
serve as volunteer coordina- 
tor for central Oregon. She 
is based in Bend. 



Public Involvement 
by Tony Faast - ODFW 

Everybody knows something 
about fish and wildlife! 
Even if it's just which ones 

we like or dislike; the ones we 
think are ugly or cute, ferocious or 
gentle; the ones we want to see or 
those we could care less about. 

Everybody seems to have 
some sort of opinion about 
how fish and wildlife should 
be managed, too. "More of 
'em" - "Less of 'em." "More 
of these, less of those. " - 
"Who needs 'em at all?" - 
"Leave 'em alone. " - "DO 
something!" 

The government agency 
responsible for managing Ore- 
gon's fish and wildlife resources 
wants to hear those opinions. 
Through a new administrative 
policy on public involvement, the 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 
has clearly stated its intentions 
regarding public input to deci- 
sions affecting Oregon's fish and 
wildlife. The policy states: 

"It is the policy of the 
Oregon Department of Fish 
and Wildlife to actively seek 
involvement of the public in 
important policy considera- 
tions and in the planning, 
design and implementation 
of its programs. The depart- 
ment's commitment to public 
involvement stems from its 
desire to manage the fish 
and wildlife resources of the 
state in a manner that is 
responsive to the needs and 
concerns of its citizens. 

"The department recog- 
nizes that an informed and 
involved public is essential 
to the success of its fish and 
wildlife management efforts. 

playing the game 
The department will provide 
interested persons with ade- 
quate and timely informa- 
tion throughout the decision- 
making process, will estab- 
lish early and effective 
opportunities for the public 
to express its concerns, and 
will seriously consider the 
views and information pre- 
sented by the public prior to 
reaching decisions." 

While the policy implies a new 
era in department-public interac- 
tion, in many ways it only formal- 
izes a direction the public involve- 
ment effort was already headed. 
The real beginning dates back to 

lively workshops held along the 
coast to discuss ocean salmon 
management options in 1982. 

The Elk Workshops in 1984 
drew 5,000 interested hunters 
(each with an opinion of their 
own, to be sure!) This past 
summer, 1,200 anglers were inter- 
ested enough in our warm water 
fishery plan to request copies for 
study and comment. Since 1982, 
advisory groups and workshop 
participants have been tackling a 
variety ofissues from all sides; 
trying their best to fashion solu- 
fions to some complex problems 
ranging from big game damage to 
fishery basin plans. 

"Public involvement is simply people and government 
getting together, laying all their cards on the table and 
hashing out the issues?' 
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No Simple Solutions 
Resource issues are rarely 

solved by simply considering 
"what's best for fish and wild- 
life." Very real social, economic 
and aesthetic values of people 
affected by the decisions must be 
considered along with the purely 
biological needs of fish and wild- 
life. 

Will the department's new poi- 
icy eliminate people vs. resource 
conflicts in the future? . . . Not 
likely. Reduce controversy? . . 

Hardly. Make everybody happy? 
. . . doubtful. What, then? 

The goals supporting the new 
policy should clarify what we 
hope to accomplish. The goals of 
public involvement are: 

Help the department reach 
better decisions. 
Inform the public of agency 
activities, plans and deci- 
sions. 
Encourage public under- 
standing and participation. 

Í1ir 
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s Be aware of management 
decision impacts. 

s Broaden decision-making 
information base. 
Seek agreement among the 
affectedpublic on alterna- 
tive actions. 

s Encourage public participa- 
tion in management activi- 
ties. 
Coordinate department 
actions with other agencies. 
We realized several of these 

goals in 1987 with the biennial 
review of angling regulations. 
The process started with the 
department seeking proposed 
changes for 1988-89. (We received 
more than 500 ideas). 

Eight workshops followed; 
allowing selected people with a 
variety of viewpoints to discuss 
the proposals, compare them 
against some established criteria, 
then judge whether to accept, 
reject or modify each proposal. All 
of this input and review took 
place before the Fish and Wildlife 
Commission considered any final 
regulations. 

While the groups wrestled with 
the proposals (often until after 
midnight), a lot of "educating, lis- 
tening, informing and consider- 
ing" occurred. These folks re- 
alized, as we did, that it does no 
good for one side or the other to 
"win" an argument if the resource 
loses by not getting the best solu- 
tion to a problem. 

Groups involved in the recent 
public involvement process gener- 
ally considered it a major step in 
the right direction. Admittedly, 
there were a few things we would 
like to have done better, and we 
will next time around. 

The positive elements of these 
efforts are the clarification of 
issues and fair treatment of ev- 
eryone's concerns in the decision- 
making process. 

Department public involvement 
efforts in ail areas of resource 
management are being refined 
with help from the public each 
time we tackle a new issue. 

Does this mean all department 
decisions will go through a public 
involvement process? No. Many 
decisions are legally mandated by 
state or federal law, international 
treaties or the courts. Some deci- 
sions are purely biological. The 
public involvement policy seeks to 
improve two-way communication 
and develop a process that allows 
decision-makers to choose the best 
possible alternatives. 

Through public involvement, 
the folks likely to be most affected 
by a resource decision can get 
together with the people who 
make those decisions, lay all the 
cards on the table and hash out 
the issues. Public involvement is 
successful when it results in bet- 
ter department understanding of 
public needs and concerns, as well 
as better public understanding of 
department responsibilities. 

Tony Faast is Public 
Involvement Coordinator 
for the Department of Fish 
and Wildlife., 



Miss 

Carol Moon 

Ithere an opossum under 
your house? Having trouble 
deciding where to fish this 

weekend? Does your child have a 
school report on beavers due on 
Friday? For these reasons, and 
many others, about 60,000 people 
each year pick up the phone and 
call the Department of Fish and 
Wildlife in Portland. 

At the other end of that line, 
fielding most of those calls, is 
Carol Moon, department informa- 
tion specialist. Although many 
10 

government job titles make it 
hard to figure out what a person 
actually does, hers fits complete- 
ly. She is the person who seems to 
know it all, and after ten years of 
taking several hundred calls a 
day, sharing this wealth of ac- 
quired information is still fun. 

She has worked the phone 
since 1977, but her service with 
the department covers 34 years. 
She spent most of the first 24 
years at the office front counter 
selling licenses and dealing with 

folks face to face. Today, about 95 
percent of her contact is courtesy 
of the phone company. 

Sometimes there is frustration 
on those days when she gets the 
same question over and over ... 
or the times when one person 
wants to talk for 20 minutes while 
four other callers are waiting on 
the line for their chance to speak. 
Through it all she remains ready 
to help people deal with their 
needs eight hours a day, five days 
a week. She talks about her expe- 
riences and philosophy in the fol- 
lowing interview with Oregon 
Wildlife editor Jim Gladson. 

Qs 
Some people who fill in for 

. you at the phone when you 
are away find the job physically 
and emotionally exhausting. And 
they just do it for a few hours at a 
time. You handle more than 300 
calls a day, and sound just as 
friendly and interested on call 300 
as you do on call number one. 
How do you do it? 

A' 
I'm not always friendly. 

. Sometimes I know I must 
sound a little harsh; especially af- 
ter answering the same question 
again and again. Sometimes I 
apologize in advance to a caller 
when I know I'm sounding tired 
or upset. I have to keeping psych- 
ing myself to remember that this 
is the first time this caller has 
asked the question. It doesn't mat- 
ter to him or her if I've already 
answered that 50 times today. 

Q. 

This is a cynical question 
. perhaps, but why should 

you care how you sound as long 
as you answer the question? 

A 
I believe the department . should provide as much 

service to the people as it can. To 
a lot of people, I am the depart- 
ment. I'm the only person in the 
agency they will have any contact 
with. I want to make sure that 
contact is positive. The people 
who buy hunting and fishing li- 
censes or commercial fishing li- 
censes are paying for this service, 
so they deserve to get it. 
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Q. 

Where do all these calls 
. come from? Do you get a 

lot of repeat customers? 

A 
You would think that since 

. we're located in Portland, 
most of the calls would come from 
here, but they don't. I would say 
about three-fourths of the calls 
are long distance. Many of those 
are from out of state. So these peo- 
ple aren't just paying my salary, 
they are even paying for the call. 

A lot of people call more than 
once. Sometimes I recognize peo- 
pie's voices. They may not know 
it, but I do. I can also recognize 
callers by the questions they ask. 

Q. 

What kind of calls do you 
. get? Does it get predictable? 

A 
There is a pattern to the 

s types of calls depending on 
the season of the year. In the 
spring people want to know about 
ocean salmon seasons or when 
trout season opens. During the 
summer, I get a lot of questions 
about trout stocking and big 
game hunting regulations and 
drawings. In the fall it's upland 
bird and waterfowl regulations, 
then steelhead fishing and river 
conditions during the winter. 
There are other types of calls that 
come in year round. The ones 
about opossums or other wildlife 
causing problems around some- 
one's home are probably the most 
common. 

Q. 

Are most of the questions 
s pretty basic, or do they get 

a lot of detail? 

As 

The majority of the calls 
. are fairly simple . . 

for regulations or literature, sea- 
son dates and fish stocking sched- 
ules. Some people do want a lot of 
information that there's just no 
way for me to have. For instance, 
I get calls during the winter from 
fishermen wanting to know about 
river conditions. I can tell them 
water levels, but they want to 

know color, and whether people 
are catching fish Today!, and 
where. 

I also get occasional calls from 
people who are just lonely and 
want to shoot the breeze. They 
call with a simple question, then 
go on to talk about all sorts of 
things. I try to accommodate 
them and not cut them off, but 
there are usually other callers 
waiting on the line. 

q 
Some callers must have to 

. wait a long time to actually 
tal to you. Do these people get 
angry with you? 

A Not as much as you would 
. think. We have a five-line 

phone set up that puts through 
calls to me in the order received. 
If all five lines are filled, and each 
caller takes five minutes to ask 
questions and get answers, that 
fifth caller may have to wait al- 
most half an hour. That's an ex- 
treme example, but it gets close to 
that sometimes. Most people are 
very patient, but you occasionally 
get people who don't understand 
that they aren't the only ones call- 
ing the department. 

What some people don't know 
is that we have another telephone 
number that will connect the 
caller with a recording that an- 
swers many of the most-asked 
questions. I get people all the time 
who wait for ten minutes on my 
line to ask a question that was 
answered on the recording. They 
could save about eight minutes by 
calling the other number. If the 
recording doesn't handle it, then 
call me. (See box for recording 
phone number. ed.). 

Q. 

In the course of a year you 
. have more public contact 

than any other member of the de- 
partment. Have you noticed any 
changes during the past ten years 
in the types of calls, callers or oth- 
er factors? 

A 
guess the biggest change 

. I've noticed over the years 
is that people seem a lot more in- 
terested in finding solutions for 
problems. I used to get some very 
self-centered complainers. They 
only seemed to care about issues 
in terms of how it would affect 
their hunting trip, or fishing suc- 
cess. Now, people seem more con- 
cerned about the resource than 
their personal needs. They are 
also much more willing to offer 
suggestions and volunteer their 
help. 

Along the same line, I'm get- 
ting more calls about lawbreak- 
ers. In the past, people corn- 
plained about poachers. Now they 
are calling to report them. I've 
served as a go-between with the 
Oregon State Police and callers 
several times. The police have 
made arrests based on informa- 
tion given to me. I guess some 
people feel a lot more comfortable 
dealing through me than directly 
with the State Police. I have no 
problem with that. It has worked 
out well. 

Q. 

The prospect that you may 
. someday leave or retire 

from the department scares the 
heck out of a lot of people here. 
But if you did, what personal im- 
pression of your experience would 
be the strongest? 

A 
There's a lot of things I 

. would remember, but the 
strongest would be the people I've 
dealt with over the years. They 
may not always agree with how 
the department handles some 
issues, but their interest in the 
fish and wildlife resources is just 
as strong as mine or any other 
person in the department. They 
really do want to make sure the 
resource is being properly cared 
for. 

Recorded information on hunting, angling and commercial fisheries regulations 
and related activities is available by calling: 229-5222 
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There has not been a "Tip of 
the Hat" article in Oregon 

Wildlife since the July 1987 issue, 
and several readers have corn- 
mented on this absence. Lack of 
space rather than a lack of sub- 
jects forced the omissions. To 
make up for lost time, we are 
honoring two judges this issue; 
one for a fish case, and one for 
wildlife. 

Judge Robert L. Mills of Clacka- 
mas County District Court knows 
the importance of Oregon's sal- 
mon runs, and he let one man 
arrested for snagging hear about 
it recently. 

The man had been cited twice 
within four days for snagging sai- 
mon at the lower fish ladder on 
Eagle Creek. He plead guilty. His 
sentence, in addition to a stern 
lecture, included 180 hours of corn- 
munity service, 30 days at a resi- 
dential center, $150 attorney fees, 
$20 victim assessment and a 24- 
month license suspension. 

Meanwhile, in Hood River Dis- 
trict Court, Judge H.V. Garra- 
brant let another man know that 
the law allows only one deer per 
legal tag. It seems the defendant 
purchased two tags, one under the 
name of a relative living in 
another state. He then shot two 
deer using the two tags. The rela- 
tive was not present during the 
season. 

The man was charged following 
an Oregon State Police investiga- 
tion that began with discovery of 
some deer bones and flesh. Fol- 
lowing a guilty plea, Judge Garra- 
brant fined him $250 for exceed- 
ing the deer bag limit, $250 for 
false application for a resident 
hunting license and dismissed a 

$110 fine for littering. He also sus- 
pended hunting privileges for two 
years. 

A Tip of the Oregon Wildlife 

Hat goes to both judges for send- 
ing a clear message that theft of 
our natural resources is not a 
minor crime in their courts. 

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Sport License and Tag Fees 
as ofJanuary 1, 1988 

(Prices Listed Include Agent Fees) 

HUNTING RESIDENT NONRESIDENT 

Combination Hunting & Angling License $1 9.50 $ - 
Hunting License 9.50 10050 
Juvenile Small Game & Bird License 2.50 - 
Bird Hunting License - 50.50 
Waterfowl Stamp 5.50 5.50 
Deer Tag 7.50 75.50 
Elk Tag i 1 65.50 
Disabled Veteran & Pioneer Elk Tag 3.00 - 
Bear Tag 1 0.50 75.50 

CONTROLLED_HUNTS (Includes $3 application fee) 

Controlled Buck Deer 1 0.50 78.50 
Antlerless Deer 10.50 78.50 
Controlled Elk 22.50 168.50 
Disabled Veteran & Pioneer Elk 6.00 - 
Antelope 28.50 128.50 
Bighorn Sheep 93.50 903.50 
Cougar 53.50 153.50 
Turkey 13.50 28.50 
Controlled Bear 13.50 78.50 

FISHING 

Angling License 12.50 30.50 
Juvenile Angling License 4.50 - 
1 0-day Angler (Tag required for Salmon- - i 8.50 

Steelhead-Sturgeon) 
Daily Angling License 4.00 4.00 
Salmon-Steelhead Tag (1 0 fish) 5.50 5.50 
Salmon-Steelhead Stamp (per add. 1 0 fish) 5.50 5.50 
Sturgeon Tag 5.50 5.50 
Duplicate Licenses and Tags 5.50 5.50 

Reduced and no-fee licenses are available at Department of Fish and Wildlife 
offices for Oregon residents who meet specific criteria. This information, and 
regulations on controlled hunt applications and deadlines,may be found in the 
i 988 hunting and angling regulation synopses. 
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1-800-452-7888 

Game wardens are finding that 
two of the most effective weapons 
in fighting poaching are a tele- 
phone and a set of willing fingers. 
Oregon's toll-free, anti-poaching 
hotline got 381 calls in 1986. The 
number is 1-800-452-7888. 

From those calls, game officers 
made 69 arrests on 42 cases, and 
the conviction rate for those 
prosecuted was 90 percent, accord- 
ing to Lt. Dan Brosnan of the 
Oregon State Police game enforce- 
ment office in Salem. 

"In wildlife violations, the 
offended party can't speak for 
itself," he said. "I've got 115 game 
officers spread throughout the 
state, and that's not enough to 
deter game violations. With citi- 
zen participation, the increase in 
people watching for violations 
has increased a thousand-fold. 

Having information on a poach- 
ing incident is a lot more effective 
than having wardens in the field 
looking for violations, " he said. 

In the past, it has led to arrests 
in cases as diverse as major deer 
poaching operations to people kill- 
ing and carting away ducks in 
Cascade Gateway Park in Salem, 
Brosnan said. 

The hotline originally started 
as the state-run Catch a Wildlife 
Thief program in 1981. In 1985, 
sponsorship of the program was 
taken over by the Oregon Hunters 
Association, and the name 
changed to Oregon Turn In 
Poachers (Oregon TIP). 

People calling the Oregon TIP 
hotline can remain anonymous. 
The phone is staffed 24 hours a 
day. "Citizen participation 
sparked the whole thing," Bros- 
nan said. "It allows us to have a 

OREGON WILDLIFE 

central area where calls are 
received." The information then is 
passed on to the appropriate field 
offices. 

Before the installation of the 
central hotline, people with infor- 
mation often were frustrated in 
trying to contact wardens who are 
frequently in the field. "Lots of 
people wanted to get involved, but 
they couldn't get a hold of us," 
Brosnan said. 

Dr. Larry Sowa, chairman of 
the wildlife committee for the 
Oregon Hunters Association, said 
the organization spends about 
$2,000 a year to maintain the 
hotline, and it's money well-spent. 
"We just feel that-the Oregon 
Legislature the last two sessions 
cut five officers in one session and 
six in the next-if the public 
doesn't get involved, they aren't 
going to be able to do the job," 
Sowa, a Milwaukie veterinarian, 
said. 

Brosnan said the hotline offers 
a safe alternative to confrontation 
in the field. "We have discouraged 
that because of the hazards 
involved," he said. "Hunters 
aren't trained law-enforcement 
officers." Most of the problems in 
failing to make arrests are caused 
by people giving inadequate infor- 
mation, Brosnan said. 

State Police and Oregon Depart- 
ment of Fish and Wildlife offices, 
as well as many license sellers, 
have free cards for sportsmen to 
carry listing the information 
needed by wardens. 

Another fringe benefit of the 
program is that it helps melt the 
ice between hunters and wardens 
and gives them a chance, in Bros- 
nan's words, "to see we're all in 
this together." 

Sowa agreed, saying, "I've per- 
ceived the situation over the past 
11 or 12 years as a widening gap 
between hunters and Fish and 
Wildlife." The two-way communi- 
cation of the hotline has helped 
narrow that gap. 

Henry Miller is a reporter for the 
Salem Statesman-Journal. This 
article is reprinted with permis- 
sion from that publication. 

How the hotline works 
People calling the Oregon 

TIP hotline (1-800-452-7888) 
do not need to give their 
names, but they do need to 
supply specific information 
to help game officers. Tips 
should include: . Time and location of the 
incident. Often poachers 
have a pattern and return to 
the same spot. 
s Description of the vehicle 
and license number. That 
can be done by writing the 
number in the dust on a 
dashboard, or using a soft- 
nosed bullet or fishing sirtker 
to write it on the back of a 
hunting or fishing license. 
e A description of the people 
involved, including height 
and weight and a description 
of their clothing. 
. Direction of travel if they 
have left the scene. 
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Answers to quiz on page 15. 
A. Mink, B. Bobcat, Ö. Raccoon, D. Cub 

Scout, E. Elk, F. Opossum, G. Mule Deer, 
H. Red Fox, I. Crow, J. Coyote, K. Cottontail 

Rabbit. 
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Oregon Fish and Wildlife Calendar 
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