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of the Game Commission. Seasons, bag

ing place for the International Associa-

The hearing on 1964 angling regulations will convene at 10 a.m., Friday, No-
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Portland was chosen as the 1965 meet-

tion of Game, Fish and Conservation

limits, and methods of angling for game

fish will be considered. The hearing
will be recessed for a period of two weeks

and reconvene on Friday, November 22,
at which time the final regulations will
be set.
This year's hearing is being held two
months earlier than usual. This was made
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at the International's 53rd annual convention and the Fisheries Society's 93rd
annual meeting held in Minneapolis last
month. The 1965
September 20-24.

meeting dates are

At the 1963 conference of the International Association, the keynote speaker
was Secretary of Agriculture Orville
Freeman. His topic was "Using Farm Resources to Serve People." Dr. Heaton Underhill, Assistant Director of the Bureau
of Outdoor Recreation, spoke on the Bu-
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in Grant, Lake, Malheur, and Harney
Counties, which will be open in their

entirety. Other counties of the state will
be open from November 15 through Febrnary 15. For the open and closed areas
in these counties, the synopsis of trap-

ping regulations should be consulted.
Copies of the synopsis may be obtained

grams.

Relationship between University and

State or Federal-Agency Sponsorship of
Research in Fisheries," was given by Dr.
Athelston Spillraus, Dean of the Institute of Technology, University of Minnesota.

The 1964 meetings will be held in

Atlantic City.

1964 GAME BULLETIN
TO BE BIMONTHLY
The Game Commisison Bulletin
will appear only 6 times in 1964
instead of the usual 12 because of a
lack of funds.

from the Game Commission office.

The Cover

Hunting Calendar

Two members of the Game Commission
crew who participated in the bighorn sheep
census on Hart Mountain earlier this year.
Photo by Vic Masson.

See hunting synopsis for details on open areas, exceptions, etc.

COVER CAPTION CORRECTION
Bird on cover of SEPTEMBER BULLETIN is a BLUE GROUSE and not a
ruffed grouse as stated in the caption.
BULLETIN

HUNTER SAFETY

TRAINING PROGRAM
Instructors Approved
46
Month of August _
2,994
Total to Date
Students Trained
Month of August
_57,737
Total to Date
Firearms Accidents Reported in 1963
1
Fatal
Nonfatal ____
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13

SPECIES

Silver gray squirrels_
Silver gray squirrels

OPEN SEASON

_Sept. 1- Oct. 31, Southwest Area
Entire year, Northwest Area

Sept. 7 - Dec. 31
Huns and chukars
_8 a.m. Oct. 12 - Nov. 24 except Malheur County
Cock pheasants
8 a m Oct. 26 - Nov. 24
Malheur pheasants
3 a.m. Oct. 12 - Nov. 24 except Malheur County
Valley and mountain quail
8 a.m. Oct. 26 - Nov. 24
Malheur valley and mountain quail
Extended valley and mountain quail Nov. 25 - Dec. 31, Eastern Oregon
1 p.m. Oct. 8 - Jan. 5
Ducks - geese
1 p.m. Oct. 8 - Jan. 5
Coot
Nov. 18 - Jan. 31
Black brant_____
Oct. 26 - Dec. 9
Snipe
_1 p.m. Oct. 8 - Jan. 5
American and red br. merganser
Sept. 28 Oct. 20
Buck deer
Oct. 12 - 20
Deer unit permits
Dates vary
Deer extended seasons
Oct. 26 - Nov. 11
Elk, coastal
Oct. 26 - Nov. 24
Elk, Cascade, N.E. and S.E. areas
Elk permit hunts__________________Nov. 9 - 24
Bear (where classed as game)_________Aug. 31 - Dec. 15

Bear (rest of state)_

Entire year

OCTOBER, 1963

By CLARK B. WALSH, Assistant Director

HUNTER ETHICS IS SOMETHING
like the weather in that everybody talks
about it but few do anything about it and
we certainly aren't sure that we can do
anything about it. However, during the
past two months we have attempted to
at least hot out what hunters think about
ethics.

It all started with some casual conversations with a small group of hunters.

It soon became clear that, in this one
small group at least, everyone believed
that a code of ethics was badly needed
for Oregon hunters. It was also quite
evident that each individual seemed to

have a different idea as to just what

made up hunting ethics. Shortly after
this, 43 hunters were asked a series of
questions. When interviewed three of
these hunters were in the act of hunting
antelope, seven were in the act of hunting bandtail pigeons, and the others were
contacted in sporting goods stores in four

locations. Of course, this is not a very
large group and it doesn't take much of
a mathematician to see that it is not
statistically valid. But it did develop

some rather interesting thoughts and
certainly a lot of spirited conversation.
GAME BULLETIN

The first question was, "Do you believe all hunters should have a code of
ethics?" Thirty-nine of the 43 hunters
answered immediately that they certainly
did believe that all hunters should have
a code of ethics and that they felt it was

extremely important. Three of the 43
were more passive about it but thought
that it was probably a good idea. One
of the 43 had no opinion whatsoever on
the matter.
Answers to the second question were
not as prompt. It was, "Do you believe
the Game Commission should take the
leadership in developing and promoting

a code of ethics for hunters?" Nine
answered immediately that they did think

it was the responsibility of the Game
Commission to develop such a code and
to promote it among hunters. Fifteen
came to the same conclusion after quite

a bit of thought. This group was typified by the answer given by one man,
after thinking for some time, when he
stated, "Well, if they don't do it, I don't
know who else will." Three felt it was
purely and simply the duty of sportsmen's organizations and the rest had no
particular opinion on this question.

The next question was a three-part
one stating: "If a code is developed for
the hunting public, should it deal mainly
with relationships with other hunters,
relationships with nonhunters such as
landowners, or relationships with the
animals hunted?" The majority, 22 to be
exact, felt that any code of hunting ethics

should deal with all three of these elements but even among this group there
was widespread opinion as to which was
the dominant element. Only three felt that

the major phase was the hunter's relationship with the animals which he hunts.

Several desired an explanation of just
what this meant. Those who asked this
question were given the following example. Should the hunter always try
to make a clean kill, should the hunter
not take what might be considered an
unfair advantage of the animal by waiting
at a salt lick for deer, or should a hunter

always use a dog to retrieve birds so
that there would be little crippling loss.
After being given this explanation, most
of them decided that this was part of it
and so stated. Here again, however, the

majority still felt that the hunter's re(Continued on Page Four)
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Hunter Ethics
(Continued from Page Three)
lationship with nonhunters, mainly landowners, was probably the most important
item in a proposed code of ethics.
The main points developed from these

interviews were that, first, hunters do
seem to be greatly concerned with ethics
in pursuing their sport and, second, that

the feeling generally is that the most
important part of this affects the hunter's
relationship with the landowner.
Recently John Madson and Ed Kozicky of the Olin Conservation Department published a little article on hunter

ethics. They pointed out that all hunt-

efs are divided into two groupsthe
givers and the takers, some giving advantages and others taking them. They
also pointed out that all of us who hunt

have a little bit of each in us and the
main point to consider, if we want to
continue to enjoy the pleasures of this
recreation, is to see that we lean at least

Sometimes the lone hunter has more time to enjoy all of the pleasures of a hunt.

One of the hunters interviewed made
a rather interesting point when he stated

that the main thing to keep in mind in

more heavily toward the giving of advan-

a hunt was the pleasure of the hunt

tage than we do toward the taking of

itself and not bringing home a full bag.
It was his feeling that this was the basis

advantage.

I doubt that if any hunter who has

of hunter ethics for he felt that if one

been in the field for many years has not

had this in mind, one would not violate
all of the other parts of an ethical code
that are constantly being violated every
day during the hunting seasons. This is
a wonderful idea but do most of us as

complained at some time to a friend
about some person who shot at the ducks

before they came into range over the
decoys, about some hunter who crippled
a deer but did not track him out, about
some hunter who knowingly trespassed
on someone's land leaving gates open,
etc. These are rather flagrant violations

of the code of ethics that most of us
vaguely consider we live up to. But I

hunters really feel this way about it?
Isn't there a tremendous urge to come
home as a successful hunter in terms
of game we have bagged rather than a
successful hunter in terms of the pleasure

do wonder how many of us examine care-

we have derived from the hunt itself.
Quite possibly we should strive for a

fully our own actions in the field to see
if we are really givers and not takers.

happy medium.
Or putting it in a different way, don't

A good retriever cuts crippling loss.
Cutting crippling loss is a part of ethics.
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we really get the most pleasure from
showing off our full bag of game to
friends and neighbors? I am positive
we all like to indulge in a little harmless

bragging at times about our prowess
with rifle or shotgun. This seems to be
especially true with big game. Bringing
home a deer or an elk has become almost
a status symbol with Oregon hunters.

Now let's just be honest with ourselves. Did you ever come home empty
handed after a deer hunt, and, if so, did

you really enjoy telling your friends
about

when the others came home with nice
bucks? I'm afraid that if all of us were
quite honest with ourselves, we would ad-

mit that when we came home empty
handed we preferred to keep pretty quiet
about the whole thing. Now, it could have
(Continued on Page Five)

It would be legal to shoot into the ducks. Would it be ethical?

Hunter Ethics
(Continued from Page Four)
been that the man who brought home the
big buck broke down a locked gate to get
on some private land to get this buck, or

it could have been that he got this big
buck after others had practically herded
it in front of him, or he could have been
a long way from making a clean kill, too.
In fact, it could be possible that bringing
home a full bag did not measure his skill

as a hunter in any way. On the other
hand, you may have passed up a chance
at a bigger buck, after tracking him for
hours, because someone was in the line
of fire and you did not want to take any
chances. Quite possibly you got the
most enjoyment from the actual hunt, but
when you came home you weren't nearly
as proud of it as the man who brought
home the bacon as it were. Of course this
is all a hypothetical case. In the situation
just described you were the more ethical
and the other fellow hardly lived up to
the code of ethics that most of us believe
in.

This discussion of hunter ethics is always a good hot-stove-league subject for
conversation, but the need is for hunters
in the field to live up to a code of ethics.

Before we ask hunters to do this, we
should at least try to get some general
ideas down for a code of ethics. Quite
possibly the code of ethics for each
hunter will be a little bit different. It
undoubtedly is best that each hunter
build up his own personal code of ethics.
Possibly we should make a start; in fact

under a little different name a start
has been made with the Red Hat Pledge:
"I give my pledge to be law abiding, to
respect the rights and property of others,

to be careful with fire and firearms."
This is in reality a highly boiled down
and condensed code of ethics for hunters.

Undoubtedly a complete code of ethics
should encompass a number of things
that are not mentioned in the Red Hat
Pledge. If we are to develop a code of
ethics for Oregon hunters, it should cover

much more than this rather simple
pledge. Still, I believe, we should keep

the Red Hat Pledge in mind this year
while we are hunting as a basic beginner for our personal code of ethics.
If you think the Game Commission

should take the lead in developing a

code of ethics for Oregon hunters, and
if you have an idea of an item or two that
should be included in this code of ethics,
drop us a post card and tell us what you

think should be included. In the meantime, remember to live up to your own
personal code of ethics this hunting season and try to be more of a giver than
a taker.
GAME BULLETIN

Good fellowship among hunters is a value that comes with the practice of good sportsmanship.

The pleasure of the hunt may be great, but a trophy like this is what we really go after.

Fort Stevens Management Area
THE

FORT STEVENS MANAGEMENT AREA lies in the northwest corner of Clatsop County bounded on the

of hunting opportunity because of the
longer season and their greater abun-

west by the ocean and on the north by
the Columbia River. Small, as management areas go, it is comprised of about
1,500 acres of timber, sand dune areas,
fresh water lakes and ponds, and a tidal

scaup, ruddy ducks, and buffleheads

lagoon. Dune stabilization work, initiated
in 1935 by the Soil Conservation Service,

has eliminated the shifting sands and
resulted in the establishment of good
cover for deer and upland birds along
the teach side of the area.
Prior to 1946, when the Game Commission acquired it from the federal
government, Fort Stevens was used as
a military base. Barbed-wire entanglements are still to be found as is old Battery Russell. Two of the large cannons,
which had been used to guard the mouth
of the Columbia, were removed in 1946.
The old Fort still remains a favorite attraction for tourists during the summer

dance. Mallards, pintail, baldpate, teal,
winter here and offer considerable hunting to duck hunters from the surrounding
area. Several species of geese, including
lesser Canadas, cacklers, whitefronts,
and snow geese, furnish hunters of the

area excellent sport during the early

part of the season.
The Game Commission has erected
several hundred wood duck nest boxes
during the past several years to supplement the natural nesting sites. This practice has resulted in substantial increases
of wood ducks for this region. The colorful hooded merganser has also benefited
from the nest box program.
Upland game bird habitat is marginal
and pheasants and quail have not become
well established. Annual releases of ma-

ture cock pheasants are made by the

Wood ducks have made excellent use

of nest boxes installed early this year
in many parts of the state. Quite a few
of the old boxes installed in prior years
were destroyed by the Columbus Day
storm. In the Klamath Basin out of 70
wood duck nest boxes inspected, 41 boxes

were used by wood ducks, 7 by hooded
mergansers, 6 by both wood ducks and

Commission and these birds furnish rela-

mergansers, and 3 by tree

months.

tively good hunting for a considerable

Principal wildlife forms inhabiting
Fort Stevens are black-tailed deer, ringnecked pheasants, valley quail, ruffed
grouse, wood ducks and hooded mergansers. Many other species of ducks, geese,
and shore birds use the area during their
annual migrations to and from their

portion of the open season.
Black-tailed deer are common but not

Hatched eggs counted were 295 wood
duck and 6 hooded merganser eggs. On
Sauvie Island, 231 of a total of 321 nest
boxes checked had been used by wood
ducks. In the 140 successful nests there

northern nesting grounds. Furbearing
animals are quite abundant and include
mink, muskrats, and beaver.
Waterfowl offer the greatest amount

numerous. Because of the close proximity to the Fort Stevens State Park big
game hunting is prohibited.
The Commission has constructed an
oiled road across the dune area to the
Columbia River south jetty. This road
offers easy access to salmon and other
ocean fish that are available to anglers
from the jetty.Wes Batterson.

swallows.

were 1,622 young produced.
*

Fish liberations will reach the million
pound mark this year.
*

Sixty-nine per cent of the summer
steelhead taken from the Siletz River
for spawning purposes were marked fish
originating in the Game Commission's
Roaring River hatchery.
*

Approximately 17.5 miles of the
South Fork of the Malheur River were
treated in late summer as well as Cow
Creek and its tributaries in Malheur
County. Idaho Department of Fish and
Game treated the Idaho segment of the
Cow Creek tributaries at the same time.
Other waters receiving chemical treatment this fall include Bully Creek Reservoir, Cow Lake, Big Lava Lake and lower
Crooked River.
*

*

*

Nineteen mountain goats, including
nine kids, were recently counted in the
Sacajawea-Matterhorn area of the Wallowas by Ted Grote, Enterprise pilot.
*

*

*

Some 13,948 downstream migrants
have been successfully bypassed from
irrigation diversions in the LaGrande
Aerial view of the Fort Stevens Management Area and adjacent state pork property.
Photo by Bryson Lausch.
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district, representing an increase of 4,000
fish over the same period in 1962.
OCTOBER, 1963

DIVING DUCKS

Hunter Safety
Program Honored
The 1963 NRA Hunter Safety Award
was presented to the Oregon State Game
Commission at the annual conference of
the International Association" of Game,
Fish and Conservation Commissioners in
Minneapolis on September 11.

The award by the National Rifle
Association is given to the state or province selected by a committee of the International Association for outstanding
contribution to the field of hunting safety.
Oregon also received a certificate of
membership in the NRA's 50,000 Club, indicating that more than 50,000 students

in Oregon had completed the hunter
safety training course.
The Game Commission started a hunt-

er safety training program on a voluntary basis in mid-1959. In 1961, the legislature passed a compulsory hunter
safety training law, effective January 1,
P. W. Schneider, Director, and Cal Giesler, Hunter Safety Supervisor, admire the 1963 NRA
Hunter Safety Award presented to Oregon.

1962. The law applies to all hunters less
than 18 years of age, hunting any wild

birds or animals with firearms off

their own property. More than 35,000
juveniles completed the course in 1962
and about 5,000 in 1963.

To date, more than 57,000 students
have completed the training in Oregon.
Twenty graduates have been involved
in firearms hunting casualties since the
program began (1 out of 2,500 graduates

compared to 1 out of 500 non-trained
hunting license holders in the same age
group). In 1958, before the present pro-

gram began, one juvenile out of over
1,357 who hunted was a shooter in a fire-

arms hunting casualty. In 1962 there
were fewer juvenile firearms hunting
casualties in Oregon than in any of the
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Most training has been done by volunteer instructors, either as interested
individuals or group sponsored. More
than 3,500 adults have been certified as
instructors since the program began and
at least 60 per cent are active. In addition to classes by these instructors, the
Game Commission in 1962 made arrange-

ments to present the safety course over
the state's two educational television
channels. The first course was completed
by 901 students and a second course by
more than 300 youngsters.
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