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Nick Myatt

From: Roxann.B.Borisch@state.or.us on behalf of ODFW WildlifeInfo 
<ODFW.WildlifeInfo@state.or.us>

Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 9:13 AM
To: 'Nick Myatt'
Subject: FW: Archery 

 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Pondo X <pondo4@msn.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 31, 2020 5:54 PM 
To: ODFW.WildlifeInfo@state.or.us 
Subject: Archery  
 
 
Lots of rumors going on about turning all Eastern Oregon Units into controller hunts.....Any truth to that???? 
 For the record I’m steadfast in my position of keeping Eastern Oregon a general season for archery season. But limit the 
tags sold to non residents....We live a simple life in EO and for the most part we want to be left alone from all of the 
politics out west of here. As everyday passes fewer and fewer families hunt.....why make it harder for the families that 
still hunt? Why must ODFW make the decision to inflate prices, then tell hard working tax payers that we can’t hunt 
animals our taxes pay for?? Law abiding citizens will be forced to make decisions they shouldn’t have to make.....Break 
the law and feed my family or go hungry this winter....Or pay $8 for a CHANCE to do everything legally....Oregon keeps 
taking money (Pitman Roberson act) from tax payers and get fewer opportunities......I beg of you to help stop the 
insanity and keep Eastern Oregon open to general season archery.......  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Nick Myatt

From: Meghan C Dugan
Sent: Friday, July 31, 2020 8:17 AM
To: Nick Myatt
Subject: FW: Eastern Oregon archery draw

Hi Nick – should I be forwarding these feedback emails to you or ? 
 
Meghan C Dugan 
West Region & Marine Resources Communications 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
541-464-2179 office 
541-315-6629 cell 
 
From: matthew stoneberg <matt.stoneberg13@gmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2020 8:53 PM 
Subject: Eastern Oregon archery draw 
 
Oregon archers don't want a draw for eastern oregon archery hunting. We want better predatory animal control. 
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Nick Myatt

From: Jason Sherman <sherm70@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 7:21 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Proposed eastern archery elk changes

Good morning, 
I would like to ask you to please  do not change eastern Oregon archery elk hunting from a general season hunt. There 
are many people that rely on this opportunity to hunt and provide for their families each year. If the state would cap the 
tags in these over hunted zones and sell them as first come first served basis much like idaho it would Produce the 
desired result from a game management perspective. But to just take away the freedom of the general season is going 
to hurt sportsman. I have been putting in for the wenaha archery tag for 19 years. The only way I have been able to do 
that and still provide for my family is through the general season. Another possible way to reduce numbers of hunters 
would be to limit the amount of out of state tags. There are plenty of elk out there, the hunters just need to be willing to 
put in the hard work to get them. Please do not take away our freedom to roam and hunt our magnificent state with a 
stick and string! 
 
Thank you, 
Jason R. Sherman 
Coquille, Or 
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Nick Myatt

From: Karl Swanson <Karl.Swanson@ferc.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2020 12:37 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Cc: kfshl12@gmail.com
Subject: Question remains, after watching your videos on proposed 2021 changes 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Nick, 
 
After watching your videos I have a question about your draft proposals, which make huge changes to archery all in a 
single year.  I’ve been hunting elk with both rifle and bow for over 40 years so I think my opinion matters, even though I 
didn’t receive one of your surveys. 
 
You missed a simpler option.  A lot of the problems you discussed would be improved by simply eliminating non-resident 
general archery by changing to draw archery for non-residents.  This would meets your major objectives: 
 

 Reduced archer density 
 Allow for tag number changes for active management to achieve objectives 

 
Using mandatory reporting you can see what this change would do to redistribute hunters and harvest first.  Then if 
there are still a couple units with problems you simply change those to be both resident and nonresident draw.  The 
overall elk hunter numbers are down on your chart, so this option would not ripple through to all the units.  Only your 
single draconian proposal does that. 
 
At the very least, before implementing such a radical change you really need to study more options, just one being 
elimination of non-resident general archery and going to draw archery for non-residents.  Yes, potentially for eastside 
and westside for non-residents. 
 
Your charts showed that some hunters switched from rifle to archery, and the charts showed their success also 
decreased.  So what is the problem with that?  Also, you displayed a personal slant against archery, or maybe instead 
you are just reflecting the complaint feedback from some rifle hunters.  Your stated objective to allocate harvest 
between the weapon types is kind of offensive to me, and remember that I do hunt with both weapons so I am kind of 
difficult to offend on that. My one critical difference when archery hunting is I do move around to different units, which 
is critical in the pre-rut and rut, and your draft proposal completely takes that away from me. 
 
I am just a few years from my pioneer license, but I would throw that away and change from a part-time out-of-state 
hunter to a full-time out-of-state hunter if this is implemented.  I might even move out-of-state after living my whole life 
in Oregon since this is that important to my mental well-being.  Also, this completely screws up my saved Oregon 
preference points too. Now I have to use my pile of points just to get a single unit I would normally hunt under general 
season.  That part really sucks.  
 
Thanks for your time.  Please reply if you choose to reply to my question: why don’t you study or propose to first simply 
eliminate non-resident general archery tags in favor of changing to draw archery tags for non-residents? 
 
Karl Swanson 
14065 SW River Ln 
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Tigard, OR 97224 
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Nick Myatt

From: Hunter <huntere13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 6:26 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Re: Archery proposal

I guess your not going to respond to me with your opinions on my emails. Probably do not have any disagreements with 
the things I stated.  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
> On Jun 25, 2020, at 7:21 PM, Hunter <huntere13@gmail.com> wrote: 
>  
> I watched your video on the odfw sight about the 2021 changes and I see you want to make all Easter Oregon units a 
draw for archery. I think this is absolutely ridiculous it will not make any difference in any animal population and you 
know that. manage predators and control grazing. That will make a difference not changing archery hunting. Also if you 
were to do it and you probably will because you don’t listen to public views why would you not allow the tag to be valid 
for western Oregon as well. If it were to go to a draw the deer hunt should be valid for the unit drawn for and western 
Oregon including late season archery. I have also seen some of your responses to people about the Oregon bow hunters 
Vice President you are on a fine line on slandering him. 
>  
> Sent from my iPhone 
>  
>> On Jun 16, 2020, at 8:37 PM, Hunter <huntere13@gmail.com> wrote: 
>>  
>> I have watched your proposal on the zoom meeting and wanted to share my thoughts. I understand hunters 
complaints about too many hunters during archery season. I have dealt with this as well. As a hunter you either adapt to 
the situation or you will not be  successful, so we adapt. I do not want archery hunting to be turning into a draw for deer 
or elk because it will not help the situation. If you do so, it will only make hunters angry. If it was to turn into a draw 
system, I have no idea why you wouldn’t let it be good for the eastern draw unit in addition to western Oregon.  
>> As to the deer population, it is pretty simple; we have the country and nutrition to hold way more deer, but they are 
simply miss managed. Our lands are over-grazed by cattle leaving little for the deer and elk. I see it year after year in 
areas that are wintering grounds that you (odfw) let be picked clean by the cattle all summer which leaves little for the 
wildlife. On top of that, for many years the cattle are not taken out by the time they are supposed to be. If odfw thinks 
there is not enough nutrition, then start planting.  
>> The other major factor that odfw does very little about is our predator problems. We have way too many cats. As 
seen in the heppner removal, the statistics show for themselves what we could have. To make it worse, odfw brings in 
the wolves to make it harder on the wildlife. If you are concerned about the population take action in ways you know 
make a difference and that’s predators.  
>> To most of us hunters, it’s common sense that more food (managed cattle grazing) and fewer predators (cougars, 
bears and wolves) would make the population explode. I have no idea why odfw can not figure that out. 
>>  
>> Thanks for reading - I hope you listen. 
>> Concerned hunter  
>>  
>> Sent from my iPhone 
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Nick Myatt

From: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@state.or.us>
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2020 8:17 AM
To: 'Nick Myatt'; Thomas Thornton
Cc: Broman, Derek; Don Whittaker
Subject: RE: Proposed 2021 changes

Forwarding  
 
From: Jeremiah Stamey <jeremiah.stamey@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 8:02 AM 
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us 
Subject: Proposed 2021 changes 
 
I have watched your town hall's and out of all of them there is really no mention of trying any predator control. 
Which is a big factor in animal numbers whether you want to believe it or not.  
Yes the wolf did work in Yellowstone but there were no hunters. So there needs to be a balance, which means 
there needs to be a wolf season to keep numbers in check and a way to better manage cougars. 
It seems like you don't care about hunter input but will continue to steamroll hunters in whatever fashion you 
deem appropriate. While managing to allow predator numbers to rise and provide less opportunity for quality 
animals for hunters.  
Why not look at other states and see what problems they have had with predators and are now trying to recover 
from and get ahead of the ball. Rather than acting like it won't come here and that the wolf is the answer to 
dwindling animal numbers 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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Nick Myatt

From: Craig <craig1945@centurylink.net>
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 3:16 PM
To: Nick Myatt
Cc: Curt Melcher
Subject: Game Displacement Questions

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Nick, 
 
I submitted a couple of questions or comments during last evenings virtual Sports Group Leaders meeting that didn’t get 
what I considered an appropriate response if they were addressed at all. 
 
First, I asked what ODFW is doing to address the other causes of game displacement, e.g., overgrazing of public national 
forest lands by cattle, which I believe are far more a cause of game displacement than archery hunting pressure.  The 
answer I got was essentially that ODFW is doing nothing about such issues.  I’ve hunted a variety of eastern Oregon units 
for elk and my experience is that elk won’t be found in any significant numbers when public land forage has been grazed 
down to the dirt by cattle regardless of the number of hunters in the area.  On the other hand, I’ve hunted in units – 
Starkey, Ukiah, Desolation and Heppner among others – which apparently have the highest numbers of bowhunters and 
readily found elk in public land areas where forage hasn’t been recently grazed by cattle.  Excessive vehicle access in 
hunting areas, especially during archery season when the “green dot” traffic management system is not active in many 
areas where it is in rifle seasons, would be another major factor.  I fully understand that there are things ODFW can 
control – hunter numbers and related harvests – and things where the responsibility lies with other agencies, especially 
federal land management agencies, but that is no excuse for ODFW to sit idly by and not continually put pressure on the 
other agencies to properly manage public lands in Oregon for wildlife benefits.  Until shown evidence otherwise, my 
view is that controlling bowhunting likely will do little to reduce game displacement if other causes for it aren’t 
addressed. 
 
Second, I asked what ODFW’s experience has been in the Ochoco unit with regard to improving the game displacement 
situation by limiting bowhunting.  When bowhunting in the Ochoco unit was controlled back in about 2006, game 
displacement concerns were touted by ODFW staff as the major reason for the need for controls on bowhunting 
although I’ve never understood why bowhunters were controlled to about 800 tags while there were still some 3,500 or 
so rifle deer tags and over 1,400 rifle elk tags being issued.  I guess a relatively small number of bowhunters somehow 
pressured game more than a lot of rifle hunters?!?  Anyway, when ODFW was pushing for controlling bowhunting in the 
Ochoco unit, bowhunters were told by ODFW staff that it was a trial effort and that a report evaluating the (beneficial?) 
impacts of such controls would be completed following three (3) years of experience under the controls.  Now, some 14 
years or so after the change, no such report has ever been provided and I would like to know whether controlling 
bowhunting in the Ochoco unit has had any significant impact on actually reducing the game displacement concerns that 
were the basis for ODFW’s changes.  I remember it was just a few years ago that ODFW fiddled with antlerless controlled 
hunts in the Ochoco unit because game displacement was still a substantial concern even though bowhunting had been 
controlled for several years. 
 
Now, ODFW is proposing to control all bowhunting in eastern Oregon, in part due to game displacement concerns, 
without providing any evidence that doing so will impact game displacement beneficially one bit.  I wonder if the whole 
game displacement concern isn’t just so much “window dressing” for ODFW’s desire to control bowhunting to reduce 
whining from rifle hunters about the “advantages” they think bowhunters enjoy.  To put it another way, I wonder if 
ODFW doesn’t already know – as one of the ODFW biologists admitted about controls in the Ochoco unit – that 
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controlling bowhunting will do little, if anything, to reduce game displacement, but intends to do it anyway just to 
placate rifle hunters. 
 
Craig Starr 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Nick Myatt

From: Hunter <huntere13@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 7:21 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Re: Archery proposal

I watched your video on the odfw sight about the 2021 changes and I see you want to make all Easter Oregon units a 
draw for archery. I think this is absolutely ridiculous it will not make any difference in any animal population and you 
know that. manage predators and control grazing. That will make a difference not changing archery hunting. Also if you 
were to do it and you probably will because you don’t listen to public views why would you not allow the tag to be valid 
for western Oregon as well. If it were to go to a draw the deer hunt should be valid for the unit drawn for and western 
Oregon including late season archery. I have also seen some of your responses to people about the Oregon bow hunters 
Vice President you are on a fine line on slandering him. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
> On Jun 16, 2020, at 8:37 PM, Hunter <huntere13@gmail.com> wrote: 
>  
> I have watched your proposal on the zoom meeting and wanted to share my thoughts. I understand hunters 
complaints about too many hunters during archery season. I have dealt with this as well. As a hunter you either adapt to 
the situation or you will not be  successful, so we adapt. I do not want archery hunting to be turning into a draw for deer 
or elk because it will not help the situation. If you do so, it will only make hunters angry. If it was to turn into a draw 
system, I have no idea why you wouldn’t let it be good for the eastern draw unit in addition to western Oregon.  
> As to the deer population, it is pretty simple; we have the country and nutrition to hold way more deer, but they are 
simply miss managed. Our lands are over-grazed by cattle leaving little for the deer and elk. I see it year after year in 
areas that are wintering grounds that you (odfw) let be picked clean by the cattle all summer which leaves little for the 
wildlife. On top of that, for many years the cattle are not taken out by the time they are supposed to be. If odfw thinks 
there is not enough nutrition, then start planting.  
> The other major factor that odfw does very little about is our predator problems. We have way too many cats. As seen 
in the heppner removal, the statistics show for themselves what we could have. To make it worse, odfw brings in the 
wolves to make it harder on the wildlife. If you are concerned about the population take action in ways you know make 
a difference and that’s predators.  
> To most of us hunters, it’s common sense that more food (managed cattle grazing) and fewer predators (cougars, 
bears and wolves) would make the population explode. I have no idea why odfw can not figure that out. 
>  
> Thanks for reading - I hope you listen. 
> Concerned hunter  
>  
> Sent from my iPhone 
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Nick Myatt

From: ODFW Info
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 4:11 PM
To: jon fuller; Nick Myatt
Subject: RE: archery draw proposal

Jon,  
 
I have forwarded your email to Nick Myatt, as you requested.  
 
Matthew Falk 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife  
4034 Fairview Industrial Dr SE 
Salem, Oregon 97302-1142 
Ph: (503)947-6027 
odfw.info@state.or.us  
 
 
 
 
From: jon fuller <jon.fuller50@gmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 1:06 PM 
To: odfw.info@state.or.us 
Subject: archery draw proposal 
 
To: Nick Myatt, 
 
I am writing to you to oppose the archery draw proposal you and ODFW have been mulling over. I watched your video 
and have some alternative solutions to bring forward rather than restricting hunting opportunities through an archery 
draw system. 
 
I hunt the Snake river unit every year with a bow and I also put in for the rifle tag, which I drew this year. I want to 
address the overcrowding issue in Eastern Oregon. I do see quite a few people when I go bow hunting but I always seem 
to find a way to work hard and find solitude. The 4000 respondents to your survey who complained about overcrowding 
must be lazy hunters if they can't get away from other people.  
 
I would ask them to work harder and or look for a new spot, to go exploring. That's half the fun of hunting. Please don't 
limit opportunities for hunters by going to a draw just because other hunters are too lazy to go find new spots away 
from people.  
 
Also I would say seeing other hunters is just part of hunting. I don't believe limiting people with an archery draw system 
would eliminate running into other hunters while hunting; since most hunters hunt the most easy terrain they can, 
which congregate them. 
 
I would rather have an opportunity and have to work hard to get away from other hunters than have a draw system 
where I might not draw a tag and then when I do draw a tag still probably see other hunters while hunting. Please leave 
the archery hunting opportunity in the east alone not only for me but also for my son who is only four now. If you go to 
an archery draw I see it going the same way as your rifle draw system which means point creep will kill my son's 
opportunities by the time he is of hunting age.  
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I will also say the success rate of the archery hunters I see is very low, so I don't see that being an impact on the deer 
and elk herds, which means this archery draw system would not be managing the elk and deer resource, it would be 
your attempt at managing people and in turn restricting opportunity. Show me if I am wrong with that last statement? 
 
The second item I would like to address is the issue of lack of prime habitat for deer and elk herds. I find this hard to 
believe and I also have a solution to this so-called problem. First I want you to know I have bow hunted the steens 
mountain almost every year since it had an area that was designated wilderness, which was established in 2007. I think I 
have only missed two years since 2007.  
 
The best hunting I saw in the steens was right after you guys initiated the mule initiative in that unit. You made it a draw 
archery tag, which there was really no impact from limiting hunters since every person I know who hunts that unit 
received a tag for that unit both years. So the same amount of hunters hunted it each year.  
 
You also removed cougars for two consecutive years which made a huge impact. What my hunting group saw the third 
year after the program was over, was more mature bucks that used different parts of the area we hunted that they 
didn't use to use. Due to removing cougars it actually expanded the area with no or little predators which in turn opened 
those areas up to be utilized by the deer and elk.  
 
Deer and elk learn where predators live and or like to hang and they avoid those areas or they die. By removing some 
cougars and getting their population in check it opened more habitat for the deer and elk to use which they did not use 
prior in fear of getting eaten. It was amazing to watch and exciting to see the deer pop up in spots that they usually were 
not in previous years. We also noted more mature deer and elk the third year than we had seen ever since hunting the 
steens. 
 
Since then the cougar population has rebounded and the deer don't use those areas we saw them in that third year after 
the initiative and mature bucks are much harder to find. The results are that deer and elk are not utilizing habitat they 
could use if cougars and other predators were managed better and their numbers were more in balance. I'm not for 
eliminating predators but I am for managing them for proper numbers just like deer and elk herds. Right now 
predator numbers are out of control, this limits deer and elk habitat in a big way, again they stay away from certain 
areas overpopulated with predators or get eaten. 
 
The last two years hunting the steens there has been at least one person in our party that has seen a cougar while 
hunting. Last year we had one of our party members see three kittens, and another one of our party saw two juveniles 
and actually harvested one with a bow. Five cougars in one trip within a 3 mile square area and that's only what we 
saw, who knows how many more are in that area. 
 
This brings me to my alternative proposal which I think would actually help the deer and elk herds in eatern oregon 
which again a draw system on archery hunters will not since our success rate is so low anyway. 
 
If you could help hunters by helping us reduce predators, mainly cougars, which the population is out of control in most 
every unit not just the steens, you will see a shift in habitat use by deer and elk herds. They will use areas that predators 
overpopulate if and only if the predators are reduced in that area. 
 
The best way of helping hunters do that is to bring plans forward of how to manage cougars by letting us run them with 
dogs again. Help us repel that law. You then could charge fees and hefty fees for hound hunting licenses. I also know 
many houndsman in Idaho that would spend outrageous amounts to hunt cougars and bear in oregon. Then with that 
newly generated revenue you could donate it to rocky mountain elk foundation, mule deer foundation , and the Oregon 
hunting association strictly for habitat improvement use that local chapters all across eastern Oregon could put into use. 
It would be a win win. 
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This would accomplish three things, it would expand the area deer and elk herds would use like I described above. they 
would utilize areas and habitat cougars and other predators once overpopulated that they couldn't utilize or they would 
be lunch. It would also generate income for volunteers that could actually go out and improve prime habitat for winter 
range and summer range for deer and elk herds across all of eastern Oregon. Third, it would actually expand hunting 
opportunities for hunters by giving another form of predator hunting, not restrict opportunity like a draw system 
does.This would actually help the deer and elk herds and manage this precious resource we have in Oregon.  
 
Your archery draw proposal does not address predator control, nor habitat improvement like I have proposed above; all 
it addresses is how to manage people, not the resource of our deer and elk herds. My biggest fear is your proposal will 
limit mine and more importantly my son's hunting opportunities in the future with point creep problems from a bad 
draw system. 
 
In closing I beg you to not implement the archery draw system and look at the option I have outlined above which does 
offer more hunting opportunity; it also addresses predator control, and also addresses how to generate income to 
improve habitat and expand habitat by managing predators better, thats a win win win.This would actually help our deer 
and elk herds flourish and actually manage the resource we have, rather than just restrict hunting opportunity and 
trying to manage people. 
 
I thank you for your time and look forward to your reply. 
 
Jon Fuller 
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Nick Myatt

From: Troy Jazdinski <tjazdinski28@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 7:52 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal 

To whom it may concern at Odfw,I am 53 years old 
and have hunted in Oregon for over 40 years.i am not 
one to send emails or complain but feel I need to speak 
on what I’ve seen happening in the woods. I’ve sadly 
watched hunting slowly going away,for many years 
now. My fear is only the rich who have ranches with 
LOP tags that they sell or people that can afford 
expensive hunts will be the only ones able to hunts 
soon.I haven’t been able to hunt with my friends and 
family on a rifle tag like we all did growing up for 
many years now because of the draw system for rifle. 
The first choice for so many is rifle hunting and with 
the point creep that occurs with the draw system it is 
rare to draw a tag there’s just to many people now.  So 
In 2004 I became a bow hunter in order to go hunting 
with my son and family and get to enjoy the woods. 
Bow hunting is not easy,and like many folks we don’t 
do a lot of killing but we still get the experience of 
being able to get into the woods. If you guys turn bow 
hunting into a draw in Oregon that experience will no 
longer be there for us and many other families. 
Another big concern I have is In the 80’s and 90’s we 
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never saw cougars while in the woods, now we have 
encounters every year by someone in our group.Since 
the removal of hunting with dogs, the fact is the bear 
and cougar populations have gotten out of control ,that 
along with over grazing of cattle has hurt the deer an 
elk populations for sure.It seems to me when any 
animal becomes over populated they must be 
managed. Odfw is our only hope to keeping these 
predators in check and god help us being able to still 
buy a bow tag over the counter, otherwise hunting will 
be over for my family and many others. It should not 
be about making every dime you can on draws it 
should be about families being able to get into the 
woods and take new hunters as well. 

Sincerely, 

Troy Jazdinski 

Concerned Oregon Resident Hunter  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Nick Myatt

From: Kyle Larson <larsonky32@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 22, 2020 6:13 AM
To: Nick.a.myatt@state.or.us

To whom it may concern, 
 
I’m sending you this email as an avid hunter who has been archery hunting in Oregon for over 15 years. I have a strong 
passion for wildlife and preserving the population. I hope you will find this email as my way of expressing frustration in 
hopes that something can and will be done. 
 
I find it weird that every other state in the west that’s mule deer numbers are meeting objectives number 1 cause of 
deprivation is predation. Oregon claims that nutrition and habitat loss are our biggest problems and neglects the fact 
that predation is even a factor. 
 
You guys need to take responsibility for the fact that our mule deer numbers are the worst we’ve ever seen and start 
managing predators so the state can have an ungulate population. If we continue to neglect this problem, we will no 
longer have mule deer on the landscape. Take responsibility and make changes to manage predator populations. 
 
I do not support making general over the counter archery seasons a draw for elk. Our elk numbers are doing great. Why 
would we limit opportunities for elk when we are above population objectives for elk, this makes no sense to me. You 
can’t limit opportunity for hunters and expect to keep the same traditions that Oregonians are used to. I would not be 
against our over the counter mule deer seasons to become a draw, which would only need to stay that way until our 
numbers come back. I believe once our numbers have rebounded we could then go back to over the counter mule deer 
for archery. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kyle Larson 
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Nick Myatt

From: Chase Jazdinski <cjazdinski@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 21, 2020 9:35 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal 

Please vote no on this proposal, this is just taking away our hunting rights! What needs to happen is ODFW managing 
the predators in units, they are out of control. What are the numbers for archery success in each eastern unit! The goal 
is to get a over the counter tag and fill it to feed your family! Nutrition is not a factory, I’m out in the woods all the time, 
the animals are healthy! Archery season is not the soul contributor to the mule deer decline. As well as nutrition! It’s 
predators and highway impacts! The perfect example is the Heppner unit we took 100 cougars out and we went from a 
7% fawn survival to a 43% survival rate that is outstanding numbers! So why do us Archery Hunters have to get their 
hunting rights taken because the predators are of control..!!! That’s not right Shut Down This Proposal!!  DONT PUNISH 
US! ITS NOT RIGHT!!  
Thank you for your time, Chase Jazdinski!  
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Nick Myatt

From: Jeremy parker <jparker948@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 20, 2020 11:40 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Cc: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: 2021 odfw general season proposed changes.
Attachments: ODFW Harvest data.xlsx

To whom it may concern, 

 

                Hello, I’m writing this letter in response to the current proposals to the 2021 archery general season changes that were 
brought to the public on June 12 2020 by Nick Myatt. I write this letter with a great amount of concern for future generations. As a 
lifetime resident of Eastern Oregon I am used to not getting much of a voice in Oregon politics, and decision making. Typically I 
refrain from writing in to hopefully have my voice heard, but this is a time that I felt it was imperative that I voice my opinion on the 
matter.  

I want to thank Nick Myatt for his presentation as I believe he brings up a lot of valid points that have become somewhat 
controversial in past years. I’m going to refer to Nick’s presentation multiple times throughout the beginning of this letter, but I want 
to make it very clear that this is not a personal attack on Nick or his research, or presentation. This letter is not meant to down play, or 
negate anything that was brought up within Nick’s presentation, but instead it is to offer alternative options to the 2021 proposal.  

Nick went over multiple different statistics in his brief presentation to the commission, and even multiple times stated that the 
population drops that have been seen since the 1960’s in Oregon were not the fault of the hunters, yet as a commission you have 
decided to again lower hunter opportunity in this great state we call home. Nick was fortunate enough, I assume, to actually have 
access to all the data required to make his case, whereas ODFW has made it a habit to restrict the public from having the same access 
to population and hunter success statistics. Currently the only data that is easily accessible to the public dates back to 2014. I have 
gone through this data extensively, and come to some differing conclusions as to some factors on herd population loss.  

                To begin, I would like to touch on one of the first things that Nick mentions in his presentation. The ODFW online public 
forum, in my opinion, was poorly coordinated. I personally follow the ODFW Facebook page, as well as the ODFW YouTube 
channel, and never saw a single thing about the open online forum. There are multiple factors that could attribute to this; one is that I 
simply missed the announcement. However I feel that if ODFW truly wanted to hear more about what hunters wanted, there should 
have been more aggressive announcements made to ensure an equal representation from the hunting community. 1,393 comments 
from 9,820 visitors is less than 10% of the number of hunters that participated in the 2019 rifle buck hunts. Also, the follow up hunter 
opinion survey that was sent out to 4000 hunters as Nick mentions could also contribute a great deal of bias. Again going back to the 
2019 hunter numbers, that 4000 hunter survey could easily be biased towards rifle hunters simply on the fact that there were roughly 
175,000 rifle hunters in 2019 and less than 60,000 archery hunters.  

                When it comes to the general season archery hunting, and looking at the ODFW published harvest success rates, and 
population data there are multiple points I’d like to make in regards to some of Nick’s comments comparing the number of rifle 
hunters and the number of archery hunters. As previously stated, I’m gathering all of my information from ODFW’s published harvest 
statistics beginning in 2015, and ending in 2019. Rifle elk season alone in 2015 had 74,665 hunters participate across the state. Fast 
forward to 2019, and there were 67,310 hunters participating in the rifle elk seasons. Between 2015 and 2019 rifle elk season has lost 
roughly 7,355 hunters. In that same time frame, archery elk has gone from 30,680 hunters in 2015 to 29,394 hunters in 2019, a total 
loss of 1,286. Although Nick is correct, that since 1960 overall rifle hunter numbers have dropped, and archery numbers have risen, 
over the past 4 seasons we’ve seen a decline in both categories. The same can be said about hunters participating in the rifle, and 
archery deer seasons, however it’s in the deer seasons where we see the largest decline in rifle hunters and archery hunters. For rifle 
deer season from 2015 to 2019 we saw a loss of 18,262 hunters, and in the same timeframe we saw a drop of 5,033 hunters in archery 
deer seasons. One point that I feel needs to be presented at this time is the total number of rifle deer hunters, despite the drop of nearly 
20,000 hunters since 2015 is still 108,079 hunters. That’s nearly four times the amount of archery deer hunters across the state.  

Statewide mule deer populations cumulatively are sitting at roughly 51% of management objectives as of the 2019 population 
survey that ODFW published. Let that sink in. 51%. That’s 176,017 of the 347,400 management objectives for the state. As of 2019 
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ODFW had 108,079 rifle deer hunters that averaged a staggering 24% success rate. That equates to 26,048 mule deer taken from the 
population. Archery deer season in 2019 had a total of 29,558 hunters and accounted for a success rate of 15% across the state, which 
comes out to a total of 4,607 animals taken from the herds. Rifle Doe success rates were even higher at 29% and accounted for 
roughly 2,768 animals across the state.  

It’s also worth noting that there is a decent population of white tail deer growing in Oregon, and many feel that these deer 
need to be managed separately in every unit. Many units that used to hold good numbers of mule deer are now being overrun with 
white tail deer; however they are not managed separately as many believe they should be.  

                There are many studies to draw from throughout the west on mule deer populations and reasons/causes for population 
decline. Urban development, vehicle impact, decline in logging, predation, and livestock competition and hunting all can have effects 
on mule deer populations. There are many things that we as hunters, and conservationists can control, and some that we cannot. I’m 
not writing this to complain about what we realistically have little control over, instead I’m going to present some options that many 
hunters believe can help rebuild our mule deer populations.  

                First, as it pertains to the topic of the general season archery system, keep the state OTC, but make the tags unit specific. In 
2019 roughly only 437 doe were taken with a bow, however roughly 2,768 doe were taken with rifles. With the traditional low success 
rate of archery seasons, the system can still limit the number of tags, while also gaining the same data sets that a draw would create 
through mandatory reporting. In most units across the state, the buck to doe ratio objectives are between 12 and 15 with a select few 
units being up at 25 bucks per 100 doe. To help rebuild population management objectives need to reflect the issues we are seeing. 
Increase buck to doe ratios, and lower tag allocations. By moving the general season archery tags to unit specific tags, it will eliminate 
unit hopping, it will end the controlled hunt tag/general season tags, and force people to pick and hunt one unit. This will allow the 
same data sets to be gathered from the mandatory hunter reporting, while also still allowing hunters to have more options.  

                In units that are hurting the worst, such as Sprague unit, with a published 14% of the management objective for mule deer 
population, eliminate all mule deer hunting. This may not be popular, but any unit under 30% shouldn’t be hunted until the game 
population begins to increase. Many states have implemented a minimum point requirement as well; however I would be strongly 
against that. Minimum point requirements statistically increase poaching, and overall have a negligible long term effect on game 
populations.  

                Another controversial topic amongst hunters is habitat loss, and encroachment. Although we as hunters have little control 
over urban expansion and political policy, we aren’t blind to the facts. It’s been well documented across the west that logging, and 
forest thinning has a positive impact on mule deer populations. Mule deer winter forage has been declining through the years due to a 
lack of forest management and habitat improvement. Something that needs to be looked into as winters have been running later into 
the springtime, are the effects of feeding stations, and possibly early access restrictions on shed hunting.  

                Predation is also a popular topic amongst the hunting community in regards to mule deer populations. Although there are 
very few definitive studies that have been done, partly due to modern legislation, it is a well-known fact that coyote, cougar, bobcat, 
and bear all have an impact on mule deer populations. Going back to the ODFW published harvest statistics the past 4 years (2015-
2019) there has been an average of 24,015 bear hunters each year. With an average success rate of under 7%, that accounts for only 
around 1678 bear being taken each year across the state. With the snow fall in the past few years limiting access in units like Mt. 
Emily, the bear population has increased rapidly with zero increase in tag allocations. It shouldn’t take 5+ years to draw a spring bear 
tag in any unit in Oregon. With the lack of access during the spring hunting season, the season should be lengthened to allow more 
opportunity for hunters to fill their tags while also helping with the growing predator problems.  

                Cougar populations in Oregon have also been allowed to increase relatively unchecked since measure 18 passed in 1994. It’s 
been well documented that the cougar population in the state of Oregon is significantly higher than the populations in neighboring 
states. The following is an excerpt from the Summary of Cougar Research in Oregon: 

“ODFW implemented a 3-year study in the Mt. Emily wildlife management unit in northeast Oregon to document cougar 
diets, kill rates, and prey selection patterns. During the study, 25 adult cougars were marked with GPS collars and monitored 
over a total of 7,642 days. Potential kill sites were identified through the clusters of GPS locations. Throughout field 
investigation of potential kill sites, researchers located 1,213 prey items killed by cougars, of which 1,158 (95%) were deer or 
elk. Cougars killed on average 1 ungulates/week over the course of the year, but cougars killed 1.5 times more frequently 
during summer when juvenile ungulates dominated diets. Female cougars with kittens killed more frequently than solitary 
females or male cougars. This is likely in response to increased energetic requirements of females with kittens. Diets of male 
cougars had roughly equal amounts of elk (52%) and deer (48%), whereas diets of females were dominated by deer (75%).”  
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“During a 7-year study conducted in the Wenaha and Sled Springs Wildlife Management Units in northeast Oregon, 
ODFW captured and radio-collared 460 elk calves. Fates (live or dead) of calves were determined from radio signals and 
field crews investigated mortalities as soon as possible to determine cause of death. Most calf mortality occurred during the 
first 16 weeks of life when calves were small and vulnerable to predation. Of elk calves that died, cougars were responsible 
for >70% of mortalities. Survival rates were higher in Sled Springs than Wenaha and monthly survival rates increased over 
time at both study areas. Early born calves had higher survival rates than later born calves. Survival of elk calves was lower 
during years with higher cougar densities. At mean cougar densities and birth dates, survival rates of elk calves were .36 and 
.26 for Sled Springs and Wenaha, respectively. Survival of elk calves was not strongly associated with nutritional conditions 
of cow elk and variation in cougar density explained the overwhelming amount of variation in calf survival from year to 
year.” 

“Cougars were responsible for the majority of calf mortalities and annual variation in cougar densities explained the 
majority of variation in calf survival.” 

“Heavy predation of elk calves by cougars may help explain low calf recruitment rates observed in northeast Oregon.”  

In the same document, it also states that: 

“Due to low success rates, implementation of current hunting methods will likely be an ineffective management tool to 
manipulate cougar populations to meet population management objectives.” 

“To effectively reduce cougar populations at localized scale (e.g., a target area) intensive levels of lethal control will be 
required to overcome immigration from surrounding areas.” 
(https://www.dfw.state.or.us/wildlife/cougar/docs/Summary_of_Cougar_Research_in_Oregon_March2015.pdf) 

Due to measure 18 we are unable as hunters to efficiently control the cougar population in the state of Oregon, and our mule 
deer populations are showing the results of that. As of 2019 in Mt Emily unit, the mule deer population is at a documented 53% of 
management objectives, and since 2015 has shown a steady decline in numbers, and is on course to match the remainder of the state 
that averages below 50% across most units.  

Without the ability to effectively manage predators with current practices, something else needs to be done to increase the 
participation of hunters with predator management. If there was a way to incentivize predator hunting, either with cash bounties, or 
preference point bounties the same way poaching has been incentivizing most hunters agree that participation would increase, which 
could help to cull the predator populations while also creating more hunter opportunity via preference point bounty.  

Elk populations across the state, according to what ODFW has published are on track with management objectives in most 
units. There are a few outliers with a documented low elk population, which can in many ways be attributed to predation, as well as 
natural causes. To say that archery hunting is having a negative effect on elk populations in Oregon is flat wrong. Archery success 
rates across the state are on average below 13% for elk, which accounted for only 3,571 elk being taken in 2019. With statewide 
management objectives being at 101% of the total statewide objective (2019), in many units I’d argue that elk tag allocations could be 
increased by 2-5% depending on each individual unit and its estimated elk population and management objective. Eliminating the east 
side general season archery elk tag would have a negligible effect on elk populations, and would overall only hurt hunter participation, 
and opportunity in future hunts.  

I firmly believe that there is not ample evidence showing that moving all eastern Oregon general season tags to a draw would 
have a positive effect on game populations. I believe that there needs to be more time to actually gather data on the subject. Instead of 
switching to a draw for the upcoming 2021 season, I propose making the general season tags unit specific, but keep them OTC. There 
needs to be an added emphasis on population tracking and accuracy. In units that are below 20% management objectives the tag 
allocations need cut significantly until the herd can rebound.  

Spring bear season needs more tags allocated, and to be lengthened to increase the number of hunters participating in helping 
keep our herds healthy.  

Predator management needs to be incentivized, as well as celebrated. Across the state we manage all game species for healthy 
herd numbers and hunter opportunity. Why is it that we are not managing predators in the same manner? ODFW has documented 
multiple times throughout the last 20 years that predator populations are far above management objectives, but we as hunters are not 
allowed to effectively help with the management. ODFW since measure 18 passed in 1994 has managed all units across the state for 
predators instead of for game conservation as the hunters have wanted.  
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In conclusion, as hunters we want to take an active role in the management of the game we treasure and chase. We feel we 
have been limited in the management role we are allowed to take when it comes to predator management. There is no reason we can’t 
have healthy predator populations, as well as game populations. As with every game animal, the populations can and need to be 
controlled, and with the added help of hunters I believe we can begin to manage predators and game animals together to achieve the 
management objectives that will benefit hunters and herd populations in a positive way without taking away hunter opportunity. 
ODFW has an accumulative 234,341 (2019 hunt data) hunters between rifle elk, deer, and archery elk, deer that if given the 
opportunity, freedom and incentive can become the greatest data set to aid in mule deer population resurgence as well as predator 
population control. Please utilize the hunting community and let us help manage Oregon’s wildlife in a manner that will be mutually 
beneficial to the environment and the hunting community.  

  

Thank you very much for your time and considerations, 

  

  

Jeremy Parker 

541-215-2954 

80505 Medelez St.  

Hermiston Or, 97838 
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Nick Myatt

From: Donovan Bresko <donovan.bresko@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 10:42 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us; ODFW.commission@state.or.us; 

Thomas.l.Thorton@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal

All, 
Your new proposal will limit hunting opportunities and drive more people away from hunting in the state of 
Oregon. I am a lifelong resident of Oregon and have supported you for over 40 years. I purchase the sports pack 
every year to try to support your cause. 25 years ago I switched from rifle hunting to Archery hunting because 
of the lack of opportunity not being able to hunt the unit that we wanted every year. If you move forward with 
this proposal we will take our dollars for license and tags out of state for better opportunities.  
Your phone survey is flawed. I don't know anyone who received a call. So you obviously did not reach out to 
the people that you are going to affect the most, the archery hunting community.  
There is an old saying the "figures lie and liars figure".  You can spin the numbers to say what your objective is. 
The truth is we have a predator problem not a nutrition problem. If you really wanted to help with wildlife you 
should effectively manage the predator's in the state. Just look at the results when you managed the mountain 
lions in the Hepner unit. 
The proposal is similar to the state of Washington. just look at how there number of hunters has dropped since 
the implemented this program. 
 
I don't want to just complain without coming to the table with a solution.   
I would be in favor of declaring your weapon by species, when you put in for the controlled hunt draw. Then 
you would spread the hunters out and not have rifle hunters crossing over when they did not draw their tags. this 
would effectively even out the hunter numbers. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Donovan Bresko 
503-7937861 
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Nick Myatt

From: D <dwaynebrown1725@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 9:55 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Oregon archery 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

 
Nick, 
 
We all listened to your meeting regarding the proposals for archery seasons. We all see the problem you refuse to 
address. The predators. Those being, a growing  invasive wolf population, little to no proper cougar control, bear 
numbers are rising and tags aren’t. The hunters aren’t the issue.  Poor management is and has been for many years. We 
have no representation in Salem. No hunters or anglers are in your board. It’s clear this is a money grab for more tag 
fees and offer no solution because the real issue isn’t even being mentioned. With that being said, I’d like to offer my 
input. These are some more realistic possibilities as opposed to alienating  your entire archery base.   
 
1. Allow hounds for cougar hunting and stop paying contractors to do the very thing that the law restricts hunters from 
doing. You generate revenue instead of spending it. Math is great!  
 
2. Montana has a great platform. Archery season starts the first weekend in September. That is an either sex season that 
ends October 15th. From then, the season goes rifle or bow, until the end of the year with male species only. Buck/bull. 
You spread it out over several months and minimize the over crowding.  
 
3. If you think hunters are still the problem in declining deer/elk population, ( even tho the mass decline started when 
cougar hunting with dogs was deemed illegal by 3 metro counties and the wolves took over shortly after)  Allow a 
choose your weapon. If you apply for a rifle tag, you can’t choose general archery.  
 
There are several things to look at if you are actually concerned about solving the problem rather than asking for more 
tag money. We the hunters know what’s best. We live this every day. We are in the field every day. It’s our lively hood. 
And you people in Salem continue to mask your agenda in money grabs. Take your hunters seriously and listen to us. 
Our experience outweighs your degree.  
 
Thank you.  
 
Dwayne Brown.  
Hermiston Oregon.  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Nick Myatt

From: Justin Faulhaber <faulhaj@eou.edu>
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 9:53 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Recent Hunter Survey Results

Hello Matt, 
 
I’m sure you are extremely busy with emails and calls concerning the new proposals. I was one of the few 
selected to complete the recent survey and was just curious when those results would become available and 
where they would be posted? 
 
I agree that some changes are needed to address the identified issues with eastern Oregon general archery. I 
don’t believe the proposed controlled archery hunts in eastern Oregon is the best option for numerous reasons 
and I tried to explain that in detail when I completed the survey. My question is at this point is ODFW only 
considering the proposals you discussed in your power point to the commission? Or can other options still be 
implemented for 2021?  
 
Why are we not looking at keeping eastern Oregon as general archery but limiting the tags by unit and selling 
them on a first come first serve basis? This seems to work for Idaho.  
 
Is selecting a weapon not a viable option either? Where the if a hunter applies for a controlled rifle elk tag and 
are unsuccessful they are not allowed to purchase a general archery elk tag?  
 
Any feedback would be greatly appreciated. Thank you very much for your time and what you do.  
 
Justin Faulhaber  
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Nick Myatt

From: kevin maki <makdaddy_02@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 9:01 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 

Nick,  

After watching your presentation on the proposed archery changes for 2021 at the June committee meeting I felt it 
necessary to address some concerns I have with the proposal. First off I would like to just say that I agree that there 
should be some changes made to the archery seasons in Oregon. However, making the eastern units switch to a 
controlled hunt for archery on deer and elk and leaving western Oregon a general season is a terrible idea. The influx of 
hunters you are going to have hunting the general archery season in western Oregon is going to be immense. No matter 
what your statistics show, it’s going to happen. Every person I talk to sees this the same way. It’s just common sense.  If 
we are going to make the east side a draw then the west side should follow the same path. This way at least we could 
regulate how many hunters there are in the units of western Oregon and not let it become an over pressured, over 
harvested area that would greatly affect our game populations. This year a lot of hunts and hunting seasons were 
simplified or the dates adjusted to create a more even approach to things statewide. So why now would we take a step 
the other direction in terms of archery hunting seasons? 

  

Sincerely, 

Kevin Maki 

 



26

Nick Myatt

From: Hunter <huntere13@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 8:41 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal 

 
I just found the date that people can comment on the proposal in person to the committee. It is absolutely insane and 
not surprising that September 11th is when it will be held. Perfect timing for you to get the lest amount of people to be 
paying attention your tactics will not work. If need to we will show up to the Salem and the Lagrande office and start 
protesting. It seems that is the only way people listen anymore.  
Sent from my iPhone 
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Nick Myatt

From: Baker, Bill <Bill.Baker@edwardsvacuum.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 8:08 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal 

Hi Nick, I am strongly opposed to this proposal. Not only is this going to discourage archery hunter from hunting in 
Oregon but it’s basically going to remove The revenue ODFW gets each year from over the counter hunters. The fact 
that ODFW is proposing this shows that the ODFW isn’t invest in the Oregon sportsman  I would much rather spend my 
money in Washington-20 minutes away or Idaho-6 hours away. At the end of the day I have limited vacation time forest 
fire will dictate whether or not I get a vacation. Why would somebody invest in something with so much risk ? To put 
blunt this proposal is a slap in the face to the archery Community. 
Sent from my iPhone 
The contents of this email and any attachments are confidential and are provided solely for the use of the intended 
recipient(s). If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any copying, disclosure, distribution, or 
use of this e-mail, its attachments or any information contained therein is unauthorized and strictly prohibited and you 
should please contact the sender immediately and delete this e-mail and any attachments from your system. No 
responsibility is accepted for any virus or defect that might arise from opening this e-mail or attachments, whether or 
not it has been checked by anti-virus software. 
************************************************************************** Edwards Limited is a 
company registered in England and Wales under number 6124750. The registered office address is Innovation Drive, 
Burgess Hill, West Sussex, RH15 9TW, United Kingdom. 
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Nick Myatt

From: Elkhunter 247365 <elkhunter247365@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 5:11 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Fwd: Oppose new 2021 archery hunts

 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Elkhunter 247365 <elkhunter247365@gmail.com> 
Date: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 
Subject: Oppose new 2021 archery hunts 
To: Odfw.commission@state.or.us 
 
 
As a life long hunter I oppose the idea of making archery season a controlled hunt. I will list reason below.  
1. This was suppose to be a simplification of regulations and recruit more hunters. 
2. By looking at the graphs 1994 was the beginning of the decline of mule deer. Funny coincidence that was the 
year that hounds and baiting was banned. 
3. Hunters are being punished and having opportunity taken away due no fault of our own. 
4. Create a predator control division in the odfw instead of a habitat division. If you have no animals left there is 
no need for habitat enhancement. 
5. It was stated in the meeting that hunters were not the problem. 
6. Talking with local biologist in Pendleton he stated that the lack of post hunting season buck numbers were 
not adequate to breed all of the does.  
7. Odfw is allowed to hire agents to control predators, why not designate an agent for each unit or region in the 
state. Allow this agent to take paid hunters on hunts to pursue mountain lions with hounds.  
8. Many people are giving up on this state due to the anti hunting sentiment that has infiltrated the odfw.  
9. I urge the commission to explore taking a strong and proactive approach to managing the out of control 
predator population statewide. 
10. By limiting archery tags you are cutting your own throat for funding and support from hunters in this state.  
11. I urge all of you to read Vic Coggins book that he wrote. It will give you great insight on what has been 
happening in this state for the a long time.  
12. Massive predator reduction will bring elk and deer herds back period. Until this happens the predator pit 
death spiral will continue.  
 
I hope you consider all of the emails that are being sent in and support giving hunters a voice.  
Sincerely, Ben Rodriguez  
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Nick Myatt

From: tyolsen05 <tyolsen05@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 4:40 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal

 
 
How can justify going to a complete control on the eastside of the state when ODFW just as recently 
as last year made an unlimited amount of private land cow hunts available? If we have a game 
management problem I feel like we should limit those as well as cow elk hunts for the entire state.  
 
Going to a complete draw for the east side of the state takes away alot of opportunity for new hunters 
as well as veteran hunters. Opportunity should not be taken away. I'm very opposed to you proposal. 
There is no scientific proof that this will help numbers. Sometimes I wonder if there is another agenda 
behind the proposal?   
 
Also, to try to blame the Mule deer decline on vegetation is laughable.   
 
Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
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Nick Myatt

From: Michelle Tate
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 4:23 PM
To: jorboy1291@gmail.com
Cc: Nick Myatt
Subject: FW: Easter Oregon elk tag proposal.

Good afternoon Mr. Hinchman,  the public meeting scheduled for this topic has been scheduled for Friday, September 
11.  The meeting will be open to the public and the Commission will take public testimony for this and other rulemaking 
topics.  At this time I anticipate that the meeting will be held virtually over Zoom platform.  
Detailed information on the rules being proposed to the Commission and other Commission meeting (Hearing) details 
will be available on the departments webpage two weeks prior to the hearing.      
https://www.dfw.state.or.us/agency/commission/ 
 
your comments below will be included in the materials provided to the Commissioners and has been entered 
into the record 
 
thank you, Michelle 
From: Jordan Hinchman <jorboy1291@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 10:23 AM 
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us 
Subject: Easter oregon elk tag proposal. 
 
Hi my name is Jordan Hinchman. I'm an avid hunter and conservationist. I'm writing this E-Mail to the Oregon 
department of fish and wildlife commission in regards to the proposed changes to easter oregon over the counter 
tags for elk hunting by way of archery to a draw system. My position is NOT in favor of this change. It is a 
band aid over a much larger scale. As well, this idea has no bases in sound science as during the last 
commissioners meeting Nick Myatt reported archery hunting had no long term affect on decline in population 
of both deer and elk. I encourage you to make the right decision as if this passes will cause extensive damage to 
hunters and the wildlife you were tasked with managing in good faith. A choose your weapon rule will have a 
greater affect on elk population then this proposed change. 
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Nick Myatt

From: Mac Marshall <mac8marshall@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 4:24 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us; Thomas.L.Thornton@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

To whom it may concern, 
 
I am writing this with a heavy mind while my 20 month old son play next to me. I am concerned for the wildlife 
in this great state we live in. Not due to over hunting by humans but predators. It's been a long time coming 
with our current regulations set in place. Cougar, Wolf, Bear, Bobcat and Coyote all play a huge factor in the 
race to not only save our Mule Deer populations but Elk too.  
 
I've grown up hunting deer and elk in central and eastern Oregon for thirty years. The memories made on these 
hunt don't go forgotten. Being a father now I look forward to sharing similar adventures with my son.  
 
Changing Oregon archery hunts to a draw will limit my ability to enjoy the great outdoors of this state. Please, 
please, please consider other options as archery hunting is hard enough as is. Target the problem in this state, 
not those that have paid thousands of dollars to enjoy it and take part in our heritage.  
 
Thank you, 
Mac Marshall 
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Nick Myatt

From: wyatt Arrington <wyattarrington81@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 4:08 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal 

Hello Nick, 
 
I just wanted to share my concerns for the archery proposals for 2021.  
 
I grew up hunting and fishing since I was three years old. I’am now twenty-three and although the first ten years of that 
twenty were spent watching my dad and grandfather hunt (both rifle and archery) I still recall an abundance of deer and 
elk to pursue in the eastern part of the state during that time. As you know the last ten years however there has been a 
huge decrease in numbers in population with deer and elk herds. Like you said in your presentation during the meeting 
this isn’t a result of archery hunting but lack of vegetation to support doe’s and normal levels of lactation etc. I think 
before we start controlling archery seasons to a draw and taking away amazing opportunities for archery hunters we 
dive into more scientific research on the WHY this is happening. I have a few a suggestion on what I believe to be the 
issue.  
 
First, Ive hunted northside for 20 years now and in the malhuer national forest much like many of the other surrounding 
units cattle grazing is very popular. Cattle in the northside unit are dispersed in early June and are moved through 
several pastures until about October then taken out. I understand ranching is the livelihood of many people in the 
eastern part of the state but cattle are over grazing essential food sources for deer and elk which doesn’t allowing them 
to have the proper vegetation they need during the winter months let alone calving season. Maybe a solution would be 
to have the cows out a month earlier? Or cut back on the total number of cows let into the national forest.  
 
Lastly, it’s no secret that predation from bears, cougars, and now wolves is playing a huge factor in deer and elk 
populations. I also forgot to mention birds of pray as well. Since the band on using dogs to hunt predators, deer and elk 
populations have decreased significantly. I know this is a huge political topic but Oregon is being managed for its 
predators not its big game. Many other western states have very successful wildlife programs and modules to ensure 
healthy population for all wildlife species. Hunting predators is an essential part of not only creating more opportunity 
for sportsman but creating better quality for sportsman as well. If ODFW is worried about loss of revenue why not make 
big game hunting opportunities for quality animals something Oregon is known for. We have the potential to produce 
quality animals. That alone would draw the attention of more out of state hunters significantly. However, our animals 
don’t even have a chance to reach full maturity! It’s not cheap to hunt out of state and if it were me I wouldn’t come to 
Oregon to do so.  
 
There are many different approaches to solving the issues at hand but controlling a general archery season to a draw is 
not the solution. I understand the department isn’t always going to please everyone but this is definitely not the way to 
manage the problem and create more opportunity because it’s taking away opportunity.  
 
Thank you for allowing my voice to be heard and I hope these topics are taken into further consideration.  
 
Wyatt Arrington  
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Nick Myatt

From: Kyle Gomez <kylejgomez1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 3:36 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: 2021 Draft proposal concerns

Greetings Nick -  
 
I agree with your statement regarding the change in public land habitat for ungulates as well as most other 
critters out there. The lack of Forest management combined with the consistent aggressive approach to fire 
suppression has all but removed quality foraging opportunities which has led to declines in populations and the 
overall presence of ungulates on public lands. As a fellow public servant, I urge you to speak to your colleagues 
about being proactive in federal outreach for comments/questions/concerns in regards to land management 
activities. We too have comment periods for all of our activities yet, more often than not our state agency 
partners do not respond in support or show lack of support for how work is getting completed on the ground. 
We typically receive comments that only restrict our activities and this is leaving many opportunities on the 
table to accomplish habitat restoration for big game because we do not have the necessary public/partner 
support.. I support the combination of deer and elk season timeframes so folks can hunt both species at the same 
time. 
 
Where I have large concerns are the archery proposals. You mention that archery has reduced the competition 
of crowded rifle seasons 20 years ago. That was the plan and it was a success so why would we deviate away 
from that and recreate a potential problem? If the proposal is to limit what units archery hunters can hunt 
because of congregation in certain units then why aren't those few units that are an "issue" specifically changed 
to a draw like the popular big bull units vs punishing the entire eastern part of the state.  The archery hunting is 
not that good in most units so there is no way it is worth burning points to draw a crappy unit so everyone will 
use archery as a second choice option. Once they miss out on the potential to archery hunt they'll pick up a rifle 
and go and hunt general seasons (creating more chaos with rifles) or they will flood the western part of the state 
where general archery units still exist and will overcrowd them... for now. If the goal is to reduce hunter 
numbers then we should start with non-residents. Make general archery season a draw for non-hunters. If they 
draw they get to come hunt the state. Wyoming seems successful with that plan.  
 
I like your visuals in your presentation but they are very misleading. You start throwing out numbers like rifle 
hunters have decreased 50% from 1995 to 2019 and archery hunters have increased 50% from the same time 
frame. What you're failing to mention is that the state has lost 40,000 hunters total in that timeframe. So yes 
there's more archery, yes there's less rifle hunters, but also a big YES is that there is dramatically less harvesting 
going on, approx 16-17k elk harvested in 1995 vs 10k elk in 2019. If my math is correct that's about a 16% 
success rate in 2019 total vs 21-22% in 1995. Again less elk being harvested.. That is also 50% less humans 
potentially harvesting elk. The increase in elk harvest  with a bow does not come close to outweighing the 
decrease in rifle success and again the slide is misleading especially when you're calling out the "growth" of 
archery but failing to mention the overall decrease in hunters and hunting pressure. Same goes with your mule 
deer population decline slide. You can have that slide illustrate the decline of mule deer over the same time 
frame general archery season existed just to have a one sentence claim stating archery or rifle hunting is not the 
main causation of the decline. You failed to reference the legislation passed to stop hunting predator species 
with dogs, you failed to mention the thousands of vehicle/deer interactions annually on the major highways, and 
you failed to mention the lack of summer and winter range habitats. If you listed on that same slide the 
estimated deaths annually then it would have been a more appropriate slide without it, you're just helping 
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people who aren't really paying attention draw conclusions that general archery season is the causation of the 
continued decline of mule deer populations. 
 
Lastly I just want to discuss predator management. I know it was a legislative thing that stopped the hunting 
with dogs. But if we as Oregonians and you as species managers are serious about boosting the mule deer and 
elk populations we have to get creative and become more successful in how we eliminate the immediate threats, 
predators. First, spring bear season needs to go through the month of June. Pregnant does and cows are sitting 
ducks. There are bears cruising the landscape looking for mates as well as sniffing out fawns. There's a great 
video recently published on youtube illustrating this in southwest washington. After meaningful predator 
reductions we have to start fixing up the winter range and public land quality habitat availability. Anyways I 
look forward to your proposal and will comment there, I just wanted to reach out now while your video is fresh 
in my head and I can get something down on paper..  
 
Best of luck and I don't envy you for being in the tough position you are in. 
 
Kyle 
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Nick Myatt

From: Jesse Lawson <joby8103@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 2:10 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Cc: odfw.commssion@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal-Thoughts from an average avid outdoorsman

Good Afternoon Mr. Myatt,  
 
I just finished watching your 6-12 meeting on Youtube. Kudos to you as you have a job I would not want to do! It would 
seem that with whatever is said you are going to to have major blow back from the public, co-workers and or politicians.  
 
I have no doubt that this email with have very little or any importance at, This is my first time reaching out to ODFW on 
such proposal changes. However, this interest me enough and is important enough that I felt the need to do so. 
 
To begin with, I am in agreeance with the proposal to move archery deer and elk to controlled seasons. With the growth in 
popularity archery has seen, it is needed. I think it is important that this will allow biologist to have more ways to regulate 
harvest, I believe it will drastically help with point creep. I also believe you will see your estimated amount of bow hunters 
drop substantially since the rifle hunters will not be able to bow hunt the East side when they do not draw.  
 
I think it is a needed and necessary change. To the point that I do not understand why West of the Cascades would be left 
as a general season? The Elk populations may be at MO over here but the Blacktail certainly cannot be. I do agree that 
the Blacktail's are in a better state than Mule deer but not by much. If ODFW wants to be able to better manage elk and 
deer populations through controlled hunts on the East side, why would they not want the same on the West? There is no 
reason that a hunter cannot still hunt deer and elk every year in this state of opportunity. Pending on tag allotments and 
after the new system works its way out. I would believe that someone would be able to pull a 2nd choice Western or 
Eastern Oregon tag every year.  
 
The main part of the presentation that I really do not agree with is the statement that this new study on nutrition was found 
to be the main cause to the decimation of our mule deer herds. I do not know enough on the subject to debate, however I 
cannot see this being the majority cause. I find it very very ironic that the mule deer population chart begins to dive down 
with the implementation of measure 18 in 1994. There is no doubt that predators in Oregon are the vast majority of our 
issue in sustaining our Cervid  populations in Oregon.  
 
It is just astonishing to me that this issue is continually swept under the rug and when a new study finds that a shortage of 
nutrition could be a factor, It is put front and center to try and take the pressure off the predators.  
 
If nutrition is the leading cause, Why is it the blacktail populations continue to decline as well? With vastly different 
ecosystems from the west of the cascades to the east, I cannot see nutritional deficiencies being the cause for Blacktail 
decline. 
 
I understand that ODFW's hands are tied by the politicians and Oregon legislation. What I do not understand is why the 
ODFW decides to back these people who do not have a clue as to what is happening in our forest. The hunters and 
fisherman in Oregon are the main revenue for the ODFW, Why can't the ODFW publish factual data on Cougar , Bear and 
Wolf populations and their impact on deer and elk populations? If us hunters had the ODFW fighting with us and not 
against, we would have a much better chance at turning these core issues in the right direction instead of the downward 
spiral we are in. 
 
We have a cabin in LaPine that is home base for my family and friends for our annual mule deer archery opening 
weekend hunt. I can recall from the mid 90's up to about 2010 we as a group of roughly 6 hunters and their families would 
see a combined 200-300 deer a day with 15-25% of those being bucks. Since then we have watched  the populations go 
to almost non existent. In 5 days of hunting last year. Our party saw a total of 7 deer. 1 being a buck. Now I am not a 
biologist by any means but that tells me the population is closer to 80%-90% down from the early 90's.  
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On the flip side when I was younger we would hunt hard for Western Oregon spring bear. If we saw 1 or 2 bears in a 
season we were happy. The last 10 years, I have averaged seeing roughly 60 bears a season. And this is only until 
middle of May when we are tagged out.  
 
It is great to see this many critters but when I can only spot a handful of Blacktails while glassing up this many 
bears...something is off. I feel that if more conservative tag allocation and opportunity is going to be put on Deer and Elk 
we need to see a change to more liberal tags and seasons for Bears. There is no reason that the state could not handle 
an April 1 to June 30th statewide general spring bear hunt. This would allow more people more time in the woods to help 
keep the bear population in control and with more time in the woods means more of a chance in harvesting a Cougar.  
 
It does feel as though the hunters are now paying the price for poor management techniques and legislation that ties our 
hands. Why not give us more opportunity to hunt the predators? This is something I believe ODFW could pursue without 
legislative change.  
 
I want to thank you for taking the time to read this and the time you spend on the future of Oregon and its animal 
populations and hunting. Like I said it is a not a job I would want. You will never make everyone happy. These are just 
some thoughts and ideas from your average avid outdoorsman and what I have witnessed while growing up hunting in 
Oregon.  
 
Thank you,  
 
Jesse Lawson  
Springfield, Oregon  
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Nick Myatt

From: Eric Strand <eric@s2calls.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 1:25 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us; Nick.a.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery hunting proposal

Good afternoon!  
 
My name is Eric Strand and I'm writing this e-mail to voice my concern over the proposed changes to the 
Archery deer and elk hunting regulations.  
 
I'm asking you to reconsider this proposal and look at predator management, the over harvest of cow elk and 
doe deer and a change to the selection of hunting weapon pre draw with a tag quota system instead of a 
controlled hunt draw system. By simply making hunters choose whether they want to archery or rifle hunt at the 
time of application you will see a drastic decrease in the number of "archery" hunters who simple buy an 
archery tag because they didn't draw a rifle tag.  
  
The overall decline in deer and elk numbers in eastern oregon is directly correlated with the increase in predator 
numbers and over harvest on the wintering grounds. Please don't punish bow hunters for something we didn't 
do.  
 
I appreciate your time, have a great day! 
 
 
--  
Eric Strand  
503.750.8271 
eric@s2calls.com 
S2 Outfitters  
www.s2outfitters.com  
Decoy Dancer 
www.decoydancer.com 
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Nick Myatt

From: Garrett Yarbrough <yarbs003@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 1:14 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us; ODFW.Commission@state.or.us
Subject: Letter refering to Purposed General Archery Seasons- June 12th Commission Meeting
Attachments: ODFW Letter to Myatt & Commission 6-17-20.pdf

ODFW  

Attn: Nick Myatt & ODFW Commission  

4034 Fairview Industrial Dr SE, 

Salem, OR 97302 

  

Dear Mr. Myatt & Commission, 

After viewing your recent commission meeting pertaining to general and controlled archery seasons I 
wanted to voice my concerns and thoughts. I have been blessed with the ability to hunt Oregon for the past 20 
years. Of that 20, I have held a general archery tag every season. Those seasons have provided some of the most 
important challenges and successes of my life thus shaping me as a person. Challenge and success that would 
have been absent had the opportunity not been available. Like many other hunters, I value the resource and 
would like to see its health continue in perpetuity so future generations can enjoy them as I have.  

Oregon’s current mule deer populations are struggling. Habitat and predation being some of the largest 
factors. Looking at the herd management objectives (MOs) provided by ODFW it would be hard not to support 
some type of higher restriction on hunter harvest via going to more controlled archery opportunity and reducing 
rifle opportunity. With that, I also believe we need to look at increasing predator management. ODFWs’ data 
shows a negative correlation between mule deer populations and the passing of measure 18 in 1994. It would 
also be beneficial to allocate more hunter generated dollars towards habitat restoration on mule deer range. 
There is a sharp downhill trend in the quality of mule wintering habitat. One large contributor being the loss of 
vital sage communities to fire then transitioning to cheat grass communities. If ODFW is going to reduce hunter 
opportunity, they also need to address the largest of contributing factors to Oregon’s struggling mule deer herds. 

Moving onto archery elk. The survey and MO data for Rocky mountain elk populations do not support a 
more restrictive general archery season. A very high percentage of units are at or exceeding MO. The handful of 
areas below MO are mostly units with controlled archery opportunities already in place. Another issue with the 
proposal would be increased pressure within the new proposed general archery area west of the cascades. Many 
Roosevelt elk herds range on private timberland where access is limited. Especially during restrictive fire 
seasons when archery season takes place. Where public access exists on USFS and BLM, many Roosevelt elk 
herds are struggling or nonexistent. The Roosevelt Elk population statistics show herd numbers around 20,000 
below ODFW objective. Again, looking at ODFWs’ own statistics the decision to further limit archery elk 
opportunity on the east side does not make sense.  

When reflecting on ODFW’s stated goals, I cannot see how further limiting archery elk opportunity 
would improve upon them. Nor does ODFW’s population data support making the proposed changes. When it 
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comes to further limiting mule deer opportunity I believe there is justification in harvest reduction. With that, I 
also ask ODFW to address larger factors among struggling mule deer populations and put in methods of 
restoring hunter opportunity as populations rebound. Lastly, please work towards policies and methods that 
increase the ability of ODFW biologists to actively manage herds through habitat restoration, predator 
management, and hunter harvest. Let them make more timely decisions based on sound data and science so we 
can ensure the heritage of hunting and overall health of our wildlife. I thank you for your time.  

Garrett Yarbrough 

Fall Creek, OR 97438 
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Nick Myatt

From: Keaton Kvanduch <kkvanduch@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 12:32 PM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

I want to first start off by introducing myself, my name is Keaton Kvanduch. I have lived in Oregon my entire life and I've been 
hunting since I have been 14 and now I'm almost 30. 
I have looked over and reviewed this new archery proposal I believe it is not good for Oregon Hunters. First off, if we go to a 
draw system on the east side we face one huge obstacle. Fire danger has been prevalent in Oregon almost every single year 
and the only people that deal with fire danger during hunting season is archery Hunters.  
Most of the West side is controlled by either state land or private Timber companies. When the state or Timber Company shut 
down there land what are we supposed to do now, we can't go to the east side because it's draw. Also, if you go a draw an 
Eastside tag and there is a fire in that unit what do you do now? 
In the proposal it is talked about how the mule deer populations in Oregon have been declining. There are many factors that go 
into this. Predators are a huge issue in Oregon, in the mid-90s we lost a huge tool to manage the Cougars. They now run rampid 
throughout the entire state putting a big hurt on the entire Wildlife population and calf/ fawn success. We are almost doubled if 
not more than doubled what the management plan entails. To add wolves to the mix is just terrible for the wildlife in Oregon. 
Look what happened to Idaho with population numbers and Yellowstone.I am not anti predators, but I am wanting Management 
on both sides just not one sided predators 
They also talked about how the food is not there for the mule deer. There is plenty of food for these animals to succeed. If you 
reduce the cattle grazing on these public lands it will leave more feed for the elk and deer populations. 
In conclusion if we take a step forward in reducing the number of predators that take a toll on our Wildlife population and reduce 
the number of cattle grazing on public lands, those two factors alone can have a huge impact on Oregon's wildlife and bring 
them back to healthy and populations. 
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Nick Myatt

From: Drew Butterfield <butterfieldae@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 12:30 PM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Fwd: 2021 PROPOSALS- Oppose

 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Tug AJ <TugAJ@centerlinelogistics.com> 
Date: Wed, Jun 17, 2020, 10:04 AM 
Subject: 2021 PROPOSALS- Oppose 
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us <odfw.commission@state.or.us> 
Cc: butterfieldae@gmail.com <butterfieldae@gmail.com> 
 

                Dear Oregon Commissioners Board, 

I wanted to reach out on the 2021 proposals brought forth by the committee. I am requesting to be heard, that I 
am strongly against the controlled hunts for deer and elk in Eastern Oregon for archery. I feel that there is great 
opportunity now in your eastern portion of the states for archery hunting. I do agree numbers may be down but 
there is still great hunting in that part of the state. I feel that predators numbers continue to rise and are the main 
concern moving forward. We need an answer to that problem not limiting our hunters. Another valid option 
would be to not allow hunters to apply for a controlled rifle hunt and if not successful pick up a bow and go 
hunt. Oregon is a great state to hunt and recreate in, and limiting opportunity should be the last thing I feel 
should be changed. 

  

Highly hoping this does not pass 

Thanks for your time. 

Drew Butterfield  
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Nick Myatt

From: bryant sentman <sentman888@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 12:29 PM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal 

Nick, 
 
I am writing in regards to the recent archery proposal for 2021. Growing up in Oregon and being an avid archery hunter 
has been a way of life for my family. Even in recent years we have not seen extreme numbers of hunters that would 
cause any concern. With a little effort it’s still possible to get away from others and have a chance for success. Like I 
mentioned it is certainly a “chance” for success as it takes a great deal of skill to be successful with archery equipment 
and that is why there should be more opportunities state wide. 
 
The idea of reducing tag numbers and opportunities on the east side of Oregon does not seem to add up. We have seen 
a rise in the number of cougars, wolves, bears and other predators on almost every hunting trip we take and there has 
been very few changes made to counter act the negative effects that is causing on our ungulate population. There are 
also massive improvements that could be made to protect the migration corridors for deer and elk. Both of these seem 
like very logical steps to take before we should reduce tags for hunters.  
 
A few years back moved to the state of washing for work. I still love being able to go back to my home state and enjoy 
great hunting with my family. These proposed changes would put an end to that tradition and that is very disappointing.  
 
Thanks for your time, 
 
Bryant Sentman  
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Nick Myatt

From: Steve Maki <stevemaki14@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 12:05 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

I want to let you know I think the new plan for general archery seasons is a terrible idea. It would make the 
West side completely over populated. If you want to do something to control the hunts then do it across the 
entire state not just one side.  
 
Thanks for your time 
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Nick Myatt

From: Brett Gesh <bitefinders@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 11:19 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Proposals 

Hey Nick I watched your Zoom meeting and wanted to voice my opinion. I think before any changes in seasons you must 
consider predator management. As you know that is way out of balance! This state at one time was managed for 700 
cats state wide. Now we almost have that as quotas. I can’t go anywhere without seeing bears. I call in multiple every 
year during elk season over East and rattle in multiple every year blacktail hunting. If you want to limit hunters on the 
east side make it choose your weapon. With the number of tags you said you would put out the majority of people 
would draw on there second choice. The woods would still be flooded with people with bows that would rather be rifle 
hunting. If you feel you must change the archery season to pick a unit then make it a quota and first come first serve 
basis like other states have done. Nick I have been a guide for almost 30 years in Oregon Alaska and Montana. I was 
Living in Dillon Mt  when the first wolf was brought into the park. We know what that led to. Please use your platform to 
help manage the predators. If you do that the other animals in our state would thrive.  
 
Thank you for your time, 
Brett Gesh 
541-337-8278 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Nick Myatt

From: Brock Halter <bhalter220044@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 10:39 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal

Good Morning Nick, 
 
My name is Brock Halter I am 30 years old and have been archery hunting since I was 16. I have watched lands 
around me in western oregon get more and more restricted each year. Areas that I hunted as a teenager are now 
completely closed due to fire danger typical from July-November. This year they got shut down in May and 
aren't going to open up anytime soon. Thankfully I have been able to go over to eastern oregon and hunt general 
season archery on my vacation time. Restricting this access would completely ruin my hunting opportunity for 
archery elk and the party I hunt with would be seperated. A trip that my whole family looks forward to every 
year.  
 
Looking at the number and the data I can't wrap my head around the fact that we are putting the blame for 
decreased animal numbers in Oregon on hunters. I know you have probably heard this from thousands of 
people, but doesn't predator management and improving wintering grounds for big game animals sound like a 
much more realistic option for actually making a change in numbers for oregon.  The decrease in numbers when 
we took away hunters ability to use dogs to hunt bears and cougars was drastic. I can't find a single time when 
hunters' harvest rate has affected the big game numbers like that. If we are really concerned about the elk and 
deer population in our state we need to help provide them an environment where they can thrive. This is not 
possible as of now because of the constant battle they are in with predators. In recent years we have actually 
done the opposite by introducing the most detrimental predator of all (wolves). So many resources and funds 
have been put towards making their population thrive and we wonder why our elk and deer herds are getting 
destroyed.  
 
I am totally against taking away general season opportunities for archery hunters in oregon. There are a ton of 
things I feel are being mismanaged that if corrected would help our big game animals flourish and I don't see 
general season archery hunting as one of them. Not only would we be losing another one of our hunting rights 
with this, we would also be losing family traditions. I know as a child going hunting with my dad, grandpa, 
brothers, and cousins at elk camp was some of the greatest times of my life. This change would drastically 
change all of that and I want my kids to be able to have this experience. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Brock Halter 
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Nick Myatt

From: sharifgharib14 <sharifgharib14@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 10:10 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

Hi Mr. Myatt, 
 I watched the proposal and i was curious on what the harvest statistics are for archery hunters as well as rifle 
hunters throughout the past 3-5 years. I just don't believe that the hunters are the issue with the declining 
numbers in elk and deer. I think our real issue is the lack of predator control and the cattle grazing in the 
wintering grounds. As an archery hunter, I just don't believe we have the impact that you're portraying on our 
wildlife. Also i believe that if the eastern half of oregon becomes a draw tag that the west side will become 
overcrowded again. Also, the wildfires will play a drastic role in hunting opportunities for us archery hunters 
causing us to have to hunt out of state and quit investing into our own states wildlife. We buy tags and licenses 
to have the opportunity to hunt and you're trying to take that away. 
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Nick Myatt

From: Troy Clinton <clinton475@msn.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 10:05 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: June 12th, 2020 commission meeting.

Hey there....I watched the commission meeting and listened to your presentation.  Thanks for the 
information.   
I do like the current archery elk general season. 
 
I only hunt east for archery elk.  Most of the time I'll also have an archery deer tag, just in case.  I live on the 
west side, but I only hunt east.  Hopefully, you have thought about dividing east and west archery elk (one or 
the other hunt) to separate hunting numbers.  Our party consists of my high school buddies and out of state 
hunters.  Our party normally is 3 guys from the Willamette valley, 2 guys from bend, 2-4 guys from the east 
coast and sometimes 1 guy from Hawaii.  The new suggested changes might screw our party, but I get it.  I'm 
just considering our hunt situation.  I know they pay good money to hunt elk in Oregon ($760 per hunter x 5 
hunters = $3800).  If I lived out of state, I'm not sure I'd pay to come to Oregon, it's just not that good.  Our out 
of state guys come to hunt with family.         
 
Currently, I have 15 elk points and I'm trying to pull a rifle tag for Mt. Emily.  I know I'm chasing that tag, but 
I'm not getting any younger at 49.  Not sure I'll be able to hunt that unit at 55 or older.  It's just a hard hunt.  I 
will likely put in for Mt. Emily rifle elk as first choice in 2021, then Heppner for second choice bow elk, but I'm 
concerned I won't pull a bull tag as my second choice.  I also don't want to burn 15 or 16 points on Heppner 
for a first choice hunt.  That's just silly.  Thus, I won't be able to hunt elk for 2021.  It would be nice if I could 
use 2 or 3 points to pull Heppner, then bank the rest of my points for the following years  Example:  burn 3 
points each year over the next 5 years.  Hopefully it would not take 3 points to pull a Heppner elk tag.       
 
Over the years, I typically frequent Heppner, Ukiah, Starkey, and West Mt. Emily (general deer & 600 series 
whitetail-bow/muzzleloader).  I agree the mule deer numbers are way down!  I rarely see mule deer bucks in 
Heppner and West Mt. Emily (the whitetail are taking over around tollgate and lower).  The mule deer buck 
numbers went up when odfw ran dogs and thinned out the cougars in Ukiah and the surrounding units (that 
was probably 15+ years ago).  That really did help!  I've pretty much given up on mule deer - rifle or bow.  The 
numbers are just not there.  But now, elk is not looking good as an every year general season hunt.  I'm 
concerned to say the least.  If I can't count on a bow elk tag, what's a guy to do?      
 
Most of the guys I hunt with carry a cougar and bear tag in their pocket, so we are trying to do our part to thin 
them out.  It's just tough to hunt them, it's usually just by luck you see them.  To be honest, I've seen more 
wolves in Mt. Emily than cougars.  My 14 year old daughter had a deer tag last year in West Mt. Emily and we 
had two wolves at 60 and 80 yards.  They didn't care and I had to shoo them off.  If I don't draw elk and deer 
tags, there is no reason to buy cougar and bear tags. 
 
I have friends that live in Heppner and the ranchers are complaining about the presence of wolves in the 
Heppner hunt area.  I understand that hunters are pushing elk to private land, but so are wolves (according to 
land owners in the area).  I know our hands are tied when it comes to wolves, but it is frustrating. 
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I really feel the predators (cougars, bears and wolves) are thinning and harassing the herds (I'm sure there are 
other reasons as well, like you mentioned).  The deer and elk are being pushed out of the timber and down to 
farm land, which you can access, for a price!  Timber companies and private ranchers are happy to take our 
money for deer and elk we are currently paying for.   
 
This year, I think I paid $373 in license and fees for me and my daughter (we don't really hunt birds or fish).  In 
2021, I think I may just buy her and I a hunting license and put in for controlled hunt applications:  deer, elk 
and pronghorn....plus, premium hunt applications for the same animals.  $34.50 for me, $10.00 for her = 
$44.50, plus 12 applications @ $8 = $96.00., that's $140.50 - $373.00 = $232.50 in lost revenue to 
ODFW.  That's just two people!  There is no incentive to buy a sports pack any longer.  I'm just giving you my 
thoughts, but I'm not the only one thinking this way.  Food for thought.       
 
Some of the biggest bucks I've seen in recent years have been in city limits - pilot rock, bend and lower farm 
lands.  I use to see 100's of deer between I-84 and the town of Heppner, but not anymore.   
 
Thanks for taking the time to read.  I guess I'll stay tuned to see what happens. 
Troy Clinton 
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From: Mike Shulters <oregonsmallengine@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 9:44 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us; odfw.commission@state.or.us; thomas.l.thorton@state.or.us
Subject: archery proposal

Please keep Oregon archery general.  keeping the dedicated bunch of hunters that archers are, interested in 
hunting is crucial in keeping ODFW funded.  Most archers are archers because of the generous season and ease 
of buying otc tags.  If you make it a draw hunt it will only turn more hunters away from hunting.  not to mention 
the point draw system is a failing and flawed idea.  point creep is getting worse and if everyone is required to 
apply to hunt it will only get exponentially worse.  on top of that you will be making it more expensive to hunt, 
hunters already pay more than their fair share of the burden when it comes to conservation.  this will not help 
wildlife and it will not help our hunting heritage. 

thanks  
Mike Shulters 
Medford, OR 
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From: Kerry Prulhiere <kerryprulhierecm@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 9:40 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

Hello nick,  
My name is Kerry Prulhiere, I am a archery hunter, and have hunted Oregon for the past 7 years. I also serve in the army 
national guard, and have served for the last 11 years. I am currently working on my second deployment overseas. I serve 
as a reconnaissance team leader in a sniper platoon, and have done so for the last 5 years. I tell you this because there is 
a lot of “strategy” involved with the work that I do. Now I am no “expert” when it comes to managing her populations, 
but I can see a bad strategy when I look at it. As I recently learned of the archery general season proposal for draw in 
eastern Oregon. I believe that doing this will not help with deer and elk numbers the way that you or your organization 
thinks it will. As it was already stated that “hunters are not the problem” rifle and archery type. There should be a better 
focus on predator management in the troubling units, really state wide I think. Why not offer permits for hound hunting 
cat in high car population areas? Seasonally as other states like Montana currently do. Bring back incentives for coyote 
hunters. Put a season in for shed hunters in the wintering grounds, to handle over pressures herds. Ask organizations 
and local farmers  if they can sell/provide feed for herds in the wintering range, propose a tax break incentive for those 
groups. I believe that if some of these were to take place, not only would the herd population start to increase, but odfw 
could make some money with offering permits for predator control hunts. We all know of the private groups or 
departments that are paid by the state to take care of that now. Also making the eastern Oregon general archery season 
a draw only, will likely lead to less hunters buying tags for Oregon and searching for other general season states to 
spend their money on, which means less money for Oregon. So, instead of increasing the rate of the money hole we 
would be digging, maybe we can start to fill it back in.  
Thank you for you time.  
-Kerry Prulhiere  
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Tanner Helm <tannerlhelm@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 9:28 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us; odfw.commission@state.or.us; thomas.l.thornton@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Draw Proposal

After watching the zoom call and several other videos from those respected in the industry I am concerned 
about the state of archery hunting in Oregon. 
 
The proposed draw poses a lot of issues. 
 
Herd numbers would be much healthier with a few simple solutions...encourage predator hunting..whether this 
be a permit for hound hunts where a highly vetted group of hound hunters, with aid of a biologist could take 
hunters out to remove the most mature and damaging predators...or simply an encouragement for predator 
control, this would drastically help the herd health. A controlled hound hunt would also drive revenue. 
 
The other thing that could make a massive difference is simply a change to bag limits. There’s no reason in 
some of these units that numbers are struggling that a rifle or bow hunter should be taking spike bucks and 
bulls. Change the bag limit to 3 point or better for bucks and branched antler for bulls for both rifle and 
archery..this will only help improve the herd health. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
--  
Tanner Helm Mobile: 949.607.9886 



52

Nick Myatt

From: Derek Nelson <durwood0@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 9:00 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us; odfw.commission@state.or.us; 

Thomas.L.Thornton@state.or.us
Subject: Fwd: Archery Proposal

 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Derek Nelson <durwood0@yahoo.com> 
Date: June 17, 2020 at 8:57:07 AM PDT 
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us, Odfw.comission@state.or.us 
Subject: Archery Proposal 

Everyone, 
Let me start by introducing myself. My Name is Derek Nelson and I am a resident of Oregon. I 
am 38 years old and have been hunting our amazing state since I was 12. I started out rifle 
hunting until I was 16 then i was introduced to archery. I love the sport of hunting and all it 
brings to people.. archery or rifle. The proposed idea of making everything east a draw I believe 
isn’t what we need to do. Over my years of hunting I’ve watched the deer, elk, turkey, and other 
non predatory animals dwindle, and the predator population thrive. I believe making these units 
draw for archery does not help the cause. We need to be focusing on predator management and 
limiting free range livestock. These 2 things not only hurt our wildlife by taking away 
supplements they kill off our future wildlife for our kids and there kids to enjoy not only in 
hunting but observing as well. Please don’t do this and look at other options. Thank you for your 
time and hope all is well with what’s going on in this world right now.  
 
Thank you  
Derek  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Derek Nelson <durwood0@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 8:57 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us; Odfw.comission@state.or.us
Subject: Archery Proposal

Everyone, 
Let me start by introducing myself. My Name is Derek Nelson and I am a resident of Oregon. I am 38 years old and have 
been hunting our amazing state since I was 12. I started out rifle hunting until I was 16 then i was introduced to archery. 
I love the sport of hunting and all it brings to people.. archery or rifle. The proposed idea of making everything east a 
draw I believe isn’t what we need to do. Over my years of hunting I’ve watched the deer, elk, turkey, and other non 
predatory animals dwindle, and the predator population thrive. I believe making these units draw for archery does not 
help the cause. We need to be focusing on predator management and limiting free range livestock. These 2 things not 
only hurt our wildlife by taking away supplements they kill off our future wildlife for our kids and there kids to enjoy not 
only in hunting but observing as well. Please don’t do this and look at other options. Thank you for your time and hope 
all is well with what’s going on in this world right now.  
 
Thank you  
Derek  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Michael Bielenberg <bielenbm42@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 6:28 AM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

Hello,  
 
My name is Michael Bielenberg, I have been a Oregon resident and a hunter all my life. In your presentation 
you said that the decrease in deer and elk population was at no fault to hunters. Therefore, I do not understand 
your justification for making archery hunting a draw. Oregon draw currently is not working, point creep is 
happening and I will probably never see myself draw a tag like the Wenaha no 2. Oregon use to be all about 
making more opportunities for people to enjoy hunting and fishing and the last few years there has been hardly 
no new opportunities but only less. I would like to see the last five years of stats on the hunting harvest for both 
archery and rifle on the east side of Oregon.  
 
I would like to end by saying I strongly disagree with the archery proposal as it is only punishing the hunters 
and not fixing the root cause of the problem. 
 
-Michael Bielenberg  
  503-991-9099 
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From: Carter Parsons <carter.parsons@southlaneschools.us>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 12:37 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

After hunting in Oregon for multiple years, it has become obvious to me that the number of deer and elk have dropped 
significantly and the number of predators have risen significantly due to taking away hunting with hounds and 
introducing wolves to Oregon. After seeing the archery proposal for this next year I couldn’t believe that it was even a 
proposal, Due to way to high predator numbers, introduction of wolves, and way too many female elk and deer tags, the 
number of elk and deer throughout Oregon has taken a huge drop, I think that a good way to resolve this issue would be 
to legalize hunting predators with dogs, decrease the number of female elk and deer tags, and manage the wolf 
population. Hunting in Oregon is already difficult enough and by enforcing this new proposal it would be taking away 
much opportunity away from hunters making it even more challenging to be successful. Hunters provide a lot of revenue 
to this state but if opportunity is taken away from hunters it will result in a very drastic drop in the number of hunters in 
Oregon, which won’t be good for the state nor the wildlife in it. 
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From: Mat Gustafson <mat.gustafson24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 11:43 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Fwd: Archery proposal edited. Sorry for the mistakes before

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Mat Gustafson <mat.gustafson24@gmail.com> 
Date: Tue, Jun 16, 2020, 11:33 PM 
Subject: Archery proposal 
To: <Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us> 
 

Hey Nick I'm writing you on behalf of the archery proposal to go to draw on the east side. I'm not in favor of 
this for a few reasons. 1. is I have a decent amount of points that I was hoping to use someday on something 
really good!  2. I think doing this will make the West side a zoo during the season and not only will the hunting 
be over crowded but I think the rut could be really messed up and than push the 2nd heat cycle of the cows back 
more than it gets now and more elk get shot with a rifle cause of it. 3rd as a bowhunter vs rifle Hunter I have to 
worry about fire danger and not being allowed to hunt all over different spots of the state so if I draw a tag and 
cant hunt than I just lost a ton of money and oppurtunity. 4th I dont agree that hunting is the major problem.  I 
have been running cameras for a few years now and I had 17 cams out last year at one time and every cam had a 
bear , coyotes, and bobcats. With at least 10 cams having a cougar or multiple on them.  I also think over 
grazing has taking a toll on some of the winter grounds.  We all know the new #1 reason weather you guys 
wanna admit it or not but wolves have devestated the populations along with all other predators that are 
currently over populating the state. Its just my opinion but I feel nothing will help unless we control the 
predators around the state.  I have a 3 and 6 year old and I'm not so sure how I'm suppose to make it fun for 
them if u take away the option to bowhunt places I can find a lil freedom. I have been out with my wife in the 
rifle season and there is way more vehicles than there is places to park them. Thanks for you time just my 2 
cents.  I hope you guys take it into consideration please. The future of hunting depends on it for adults and 
especailly the youth. 
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From: Mat Gustafson <mat.gustafson24@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 11:34 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal

Hey Nick I'm writing you on behalf of the archery proposal to go to draw on the east side. I'm in not in favor of 
this for a few reasons. 1. is I have a decent amount of points that I was hoping to use someday on something 
really good!  2. I think doing this will make the West side a zoo during the season and not only will the hunting 
be over crowded but I think the rut could be really messed up and than I push the 2nd heat cycle of the cows 
back more than it gets bow and more elk are shot with a rifle cause of it. 3rd as a bowhunter vs rifle Hunter I 
jave to worry about fire danger and not being allowed to hunt all over different spots of the state so if I draw a 
tag and cant hunt than I just lost a ton of money and oppurtunity. 4th I dont agree that hunting is the major 
problem.  I have been running cameras for a few years now and I had 17 cams out last year at one time and 
every cam had a bear , coyotes, and bobcats. With at least 10 cams having a cougar or multiple on them.  I also 
think over grazing has taking a toll on some of the winter grounds.  We all know the new #1 reason weather you 
guys wanna admit it or not but wolves have devestated the populations along with all other predators that are 
currently over populating the state. Its just my opinion but I feel nothing will help unless we control the 
predators around the state.  I have a 3 and 6 year old and I'm not so surr how I'm suppose to make it fun for 
them if u take away the option to bowhunt places I can find a lil freedom. I have been out with my wife in the 
rifle season and there is way more vehicles than there is places to park em. Thanks for you time just my 2 
cents.  I hope you guys take it into consideration please. The future of hunting depends on it for adults and 
especailly the youth. 
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From: Richard Braatz <braatzrichardjp@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 11:25 PM
To: nick.a.myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery

 

To all concerned, 
 
My name is RichardJohnPaul Braatz, I have been an Oregon resident for 37 years and hearing that there is a 
possibility of Eastern Oregon being made a draw for archery elk and deer is very disheartening. The archery 
hunter success rate is very low, and while there is becoming increased pressure, it hasn’t effected success rate 
and fire danger being high locking out most lands that are available to rifle hunters are not during archery 
season and deal with more wildfires locking us out even more on public land.Changing to a draw system, in my 
opinion is a huge mistake. Trying to legislate opportunity of outcome and pander to those complaining about 
increased pressure ruins the amazing equality of opportunity we enjoy in the state of Oregon for archery. Being 
able to go nearly statewide and hunt elk and deer is a wonderful benefit to people that have been hunting 
various units for all of their lives and know the country. The only viable option I could see to limit numbers in 
one way or another, would be to put a “choose your weapon” stipulation in place during the tag application 
process. When hunters find out they didn’t draw their rifle tag in late June and decide to go in mass to buy 
archery tags it puts inexperienced hunters in the woods with little practice before the season starts. Please take 
these concerns to heart and truly listen to what myself, and the thousands of other hunters will be telling you in 
the coming days/weeks. Making the decision to take all of eastern Oregon to a draw will not help matters. There 
are other things that need to be looked at before that is ever a consideration. Such as too many rifle tags being 
issued for bucks, especially in the Heppner unit, complete neglect of predator management (bringing back dogs 
for a legal method of take would greatly improve this), we need to legalize controlled take of wolves NOW and 
not later, there are too many and they are not being properly accounted for. There are many options for 
controlling wildlife numbers, limiting opportunity should be the absolute last resort, and seeing as there is no 
scientific evidence to support limiting archery hunters would increase herd numbers, that option shouldn’t even 
be a remote consideration. I appreciate the work being done by ODFW to listen to those speaking, but I feel it’s 
important to not pander to the minority while penalizing the majority.  
 
Thank you for your time, 
Richard John Paul Braatz  
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From: Seth Melvin <sethmelvin91@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 11:19 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: ODFW 2021 Proposals

I do not support reduced opportunity outlined in the proposal regarding bow hunting opportunities in the eastern 
side of this state. I also did not support the spring bear hunt going to a draw. I have been an Oregon resident all 
my life and do not feel that I have seen a return in my money invested through license and tag sales. 
 
What I have seen is a major increase in the predator population in the last 10 years and a HUGE reduction in the 
ungulate population in those same areas. Oregon needs MAJOR change in predator management policies and 
less red tape when it comes to opportunity especially regarding predators. 
 
Please look at the video Wayne Endicott made and posted on the Bow Rack Facebook page. Oregon hunters 
want more opportunity for future generations and so do I. The first step I believe is to reduce our predator 
populations to reasonable and sustainable levels.  
 
I truly believe if we do not start reducing our predator populations in Oregon there will not be a sustainable 
level of ungulates to hunt.  
 
My family and friends that have hunted here all their lives agree with my views on this and I know there are 
many ODFW employees that do as well. 
 
When I was a child it was not uncommon for my family and others to kill several mature bucks in a season or 
sometimes in a day! I can tell you that I have not seen anything like that in my adult life despite being an avid 
hunter. 
 
Please fight for the rights of Oregon hunters so that we may have a future in our hunting traditions.  
 
Respectfully,  
Seth Melvin 
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From: Greg <gregoryford86@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 10:55 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery opportunity 

Nick, 
 
I just wanted to reach out and voice my opinion on taking away our opportunities at hunting eastern Oregon without a 
draw. If the science proves that archery hunting is not the cause of the declines then how is it even being considered 
that taking away general archery seasons would help? How is predator management never brought into consideration 
when these decisions are being made and it is always just to take from the hunters. You and everyone knows that 
predators are eating the fawns and people are running animals over with cars everyday and we never try to stop that! 
Please re consider your thoughts and show the stats! Show how many animals are killed everyday by the amount of un 
managed predators and vehicles compared to annual bow hunting harvest stats. Thank you. 
 
Greg Ford 
 
A eastern Oregon resident and bow hunter. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Hunter <huntere13@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 8:37 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery proposal 

I have watched your proposal on the zoom meeting and wanted to share my thoughts. I understand hunters complaints 
about too many hunters during archery season. I have dealt with this as well. As a hunter you either adapt to the 
situation or you will not be  successful, so we adapt. I do not want archery hunting to be turning into a draw for deer or 
elk because it will not help the situation. If you do so, it will only make hunters angry. If it was to turn into a draw 
system, I have no idea why you wouldn’t let it be good for the eastern draw unit in addition to western Oregon.  
As to the deer population, it is pretty simple; we have the country and nutrition to hold way more deer, but they are 
simply miss managed. Our lands are over-grazed by cattle leaving little for the deer and elk. I see it year after year in 
areas that are wintering grounds that you (odfw) let be picked clean by the cattle all summer which leaves little for the 
wildlife. On top of that, for many years the cattle are not taken out by the time they are supposed to be. If odfw thinks 
there is not enough nutrition, then start planting.  
The other major factor that odfw does very little about is our predator problems. We have way too many cats. As seen in 
the heppner removal, the statistics show for themselves what we could have. To make it worse, odfw brings in the 
wolves to make it harder on the wildlife. If you are concerned about the population take action in ways you know make 
a difference and that’s predators.  
To most of us hunters, it’s common sense that more food (managed cattle grazing) and fewer predators (cougars, bears 
and wolves) would make the population explode. I have no idea why odfw can not figure that out. 
 
Thanks for reading - I hope you listen. 
Concerned hunter  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Bob Looney <bob_looney@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 5:05 PM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: 2021 archery proposals

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

I just saw your presentation and thought I'd say thanks. I've hunted here for 50 years and as you pointed out, 
you can't manage the herds if you aren't managing the hunters.  
A cpl thoughts that you guys have probably already looked at but would OTC with caps, or controlled hunts 
work for those individual NE units then doing OTC with caps for zones or regions in the less popular areas 
where you could create those zones from multiple units? Second, there seems to be consensus among the 
bow hunters that they'd support having to "choose your weapon". I know the Commission  has seen that 
before and dropped it because it limited opportunity, but I'm wondering if you guys have looked at that and if 
it would reduce some of the pressure in conjunction with regional caps. 
On another note, may I get a copy of the per unit archery hunter/tag quotas you used for the 16,300 GEN 
hunters and the proposed 15,600 tags, I'd like to do some work before the public meetings. 
 
Thanks again 
 
Bob 
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From: Craig <craig1945@centurylink.net>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 1:45 PM
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us
Cc: Curt Melcher; Nick Myatt
Subject: Big Game Regulation Review

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Commissioners, 
 
I watched the video of your meeting on Friday, June 12th when Nick Myatt made his presentation regarding the big game 
regulation review project and was especially interested in the apparent ODFW intent to control archery hunting in 
central and eastern Oregon.  There were some things, both said and unsaid, in Nick’s presentation on which I would like 
to comment. 
 
First, I was disappointed that there was no mention yet again of ODFW doing anything to establish permanent limits on 
landowner preference (LOP) tags for the few special late-season deer hunts where ODFW doesn’t already have such 
limits in place.  In particular, I believe that a permanent limit on LOP tags needs to be established for the late Metolius 
unit archery buck hunt (hunt # 139R).  In 2019, there were 2,197 applicants for the 20 tags available to public hunters for 
that hunt while about 15 private landowners were eligible for 31 LOP tags.  Although the actual numbers of both public 
and LOP tags might vary slightly depending on the year, the 2019 numbers are pretty typical of most past years.  When it 
takes about 20 years (and increasing) for a public bowhunter to draw that tag, it is crazy that every eligible landowner 
can get two (2) or more LOP tags for the hunt every year, especially since most of the bucks “targeted” by that hunt 
spend a substantial majority of the year on public lands.   I do understand that LOP tags for the late Metolius archery 
buck hunt will be limited this year because of low Mule Deer population counts in ODFW’s annual survey, but such “one 
point in time” survey-based limits don’t really address the on-going tag distribution inequity that exists in the absence of 
permanent LOP tag limits. 
 
Second, with regard to the proposal to control archery hunting in central and eastern Oregon, it was interesting to hear 
Nick state that ODFW deliberately managed the general archery season to move hunters from rifle hunting to 
bowhunting when rifle hunting was controlled years ago.  However, what he didn’t say is that the way ODFW chose to 
manage bowhunting has directly caused the situation that ODFW is now trying to correct when there were other, 
perhaps more rational options available.  Many bowhunters have long urged ODFW to adopt a “choose your weapon” 
approach to bowhunting where a hunter would have to choose whether to hunt with a rifle or bow before applying for a 
controlled rifle hunt tag.  Then, in its most absolute form, if the rifle tag applicant was unsuccessful in drawing the 
preferred controlled rifle tag, the hunter wouldn’t get a “second bite of the apple” by being able to pick up a bow and go 
bowhunting that same year as they now can.  While an absolute “choose your weapon” approach might not be palatable 
even to many dedicated bowhunters, ODFW could have initiated a partial “choose your weapon” approach where the 
number of crossover rifle hunters taking up bowhunting after failing to draw a preferred rifle tag was managed to 
prevent the very problems – hunter crowding and game displacement – ODFW is now trying to “fix”. 
 
One of the concerns – there are many -- about controlling all archery hunting on a unit-by-unit basis is that archery 
season occurs right in the peak of fire season.  There have been recent years where bowhunters intending to hunt a 
particular unit had to change plans when access to their preferred hunting area was closed due to wildfires in the 
area.  With a general archery season, that occurrence is not too critical because hunting locations can be changed at will, 
but it becomes a serious consideration with controlled bowhunting because changing hunt areas from one unit to 
another would no longer be possible.  With rifle hunting, especially for elk, fire danger is usually a minimal consideration 
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for hunts scheduled in late October or November and, even though the controlled rifle deer season is in early October, I 
can’t remember a rifle deer season closure due to fire danger even though the possibility is occasionally talked about 
before that season starts. 
 
Third, I was interested in Nick’s figures showing that bowhunters make up 73-percent of “branch bull hunters” in the 
Heppner, Starkey and Ukiah units.  I wonder how he distinguishes between a hunter – with either a rifle or a bow -- who 
is a “branch bull hunter” and one who would be perfectly happy to harvest a spike bull.  The fact is that both the archery 
tags and the rifle tags Nick was comparing are “any bull” tags.  Nick also didn’t mention that the three (3) units that he 
used for comparison purposes offer an unlimited number of over-the-counter second-season spike-only rifle elk tags 
that give rifle hunters an opportunity for both time in the field and the chance to harvest a spike bull elk when they 
don’t draw an “any bull” tag.  That makes those rifle hunters just like many of the bowhunters included in Nick’s so-
called archery “branch bull hunter” population who willingly harvest a spike bull if they get an opportunity. 
 
The other thing I thought was interesting in Nick’s comparison of hunter numbers and harvest success in the three (3) 
units mentioned in the paragraph above is that while 73-percent of “branch bull hunters” in the units are bowhunters 
they account for 55-percent of the actual harvest of branch bull elk.  That would mean that an individual rifle hunter 
with a controlled rifle “any bull” tag has a substantially better chance of harvesting a branch bull than does a 
bowhunter.  Nick and I recently exchanged E-mails on a somewhat different, but related matter, and he indicated that 
the elk harvest rate for bowhunters in the Starkey unit was 14-percent while it was about 30-percent for rifle 
hunters.  While those rates may not correlate exactly with Nick’s 73-percent and 55-percent numbers in his 
presentation, both sets of numbers certainly speak to the difference in harvest capability of rifles and bows.  And, it 
generally takes a bowhunter nearly twice as much time in the field for that 14-percent harvest rate as it does for a rifle 
hunter to have the 30-percent harvest rate.  The point is that while Nick used his 73-percent and 55-percent 
comparisons to try to point to a disparity favoring bowhunters over rifle hunters the figures actually show almost the 
exact opposite!  And, by ignoring the spike-only rifle tags and implying that all bowhunters are “branch bull hunters”, 
Nick is comparing the “best case” for bowhunters against the “worst case” for rifle hunters to try to make his case for 
controlling all archery hunting opportunity in the same manner as rifle hunting is controlled.  That kind of “apples to 
oranges” comparison is totally unfair!! 
 
In conclusion, although we’re years down the road from when ODFW could have implemented some variation of a 
“choose your weapon” approach to avoid the current situation, there is no reason why a partial “choose your weapon” 
approach can’t be implemented now instead of controlling bowhunting in the same manner that rifle hunting is now 
controlled.  The fact is that the capabilities of the two (2) different hunting weapons are so vastly different that applying 
the same management system to rifle hunting and bowhunting makes little or no common sense!  As an example of a 
different approach, a general archery season could be maintained for bowhunters who don’t apply for a controlled rifle 
tag and the number of archery tags made available for rifle hunters who cross over to bowhunting when they fail to 
draw their preferred controlled rifle tags could be managed by ODFW on a unit-by-unit basis as the rifle hunter’s second 
or subsequent hunt choice.  That would give ODFW virtually the same ability to manage bowhunter numbers and 
harvest as they would get by controlling all bowhunting but without being so punitive toward bowhunters who have no 
interest in rifle hunting.  As an additional consideration, preference points could be tied to the weapon type actually 
used in a season instead of having a general application by game species as is now the case.  This might eliminate or 
reduce Nick’s apparent concerns about the practice of “stockpiling” of rifle preference points by hunters who now cross 
over to bowhunting when they fail to draw their preferred controlled rifle tag. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Craig Starr 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Nick Myatt

From: Devin Patterson <dpattersonone@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 10:41 AM
To: Nick.A.Myatt@state.or.us
Subject: Archery controlled hunts

Hi Nick, 
 
I hope this finds you safe and well and my apologies if there is someone more appropriate to answer my question, 
however… It appears the Department and/or commission has been discussing the option of turning all archery hunts 
into controlled hunts and removing the “over-the-counter” option. Are you able to verify this, and if so, might you be 
able to direct me to more information related to the discussion (meeting minutes, surveys, etc…?) I typically try to stay 
in-tune with current issues/discussions, but this one seems to have snuck by me somehow. 
 
Any info you can share would be truly appreciated. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Devin Patterson 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Nick Myatt

From: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@state.or.us>
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 4:23 PM
To: Don Whittaker; 'Nick Myatt'; Thomas Thornton
Subject: FW: Archery Elk Hunting proposals for 2021

Forwarding 
 
From: Jeremy Wilson <silvieselkhunter@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 2:20 PM 
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us 
Subject: Archery Elk Hunting proposals for 2021 
 
Dear ODF&W,  
 
    I am a bow hunter mainly. Have hunted multiple units in Eastern Oregon as have many of my archery friends through 
the years.. I have also hunted Rifle some in the 90's and early 2000's before switching to Archery hunting only because 
tags were taking so long to draw. I haven't applied for a Rifle elk or Deer hunt since, only the trophy area hunts then 
General hunted when unsuccessful in the draw. 
 
    First of all, I have heard you guys surveyed 4000 Archery elk hunters from around the state for a 2nd opinion, yet I have 
not heard of one of my fellow bow hunters in my circle that got surveyed. Not surveyed, so I'm speaking up now before it's 
too late.  
     
    Secondly, in the hunters survey for mandatory reporting, it asks which Unit we hunted the MAJORITY of our days, how 
many people hunted other units? Seems you need more data or I would like to know that data for a more informed 
opinion. I generally Archery hunt more than one unit each fall for elk.  Also, if this is a control harvest updated elk 
management plan, Rifle Hunters average over 20% success rates and bow hunters a little over 10%, seems like rifle 
hunters should be restricted more from just a management plan if we're trying to increase elk herds under current 
management conditions, not limit the more primitive weapon? 
 
    I am against Unit by unit controlled Archery hunting across the board. Seems there should be a way to keep opportunity 
with increasing quality of hunting and crowding in some units. Units like Heppner, Ukiah, Desolation, Starkey have hunter 
crowding issues during archery season and those may need some kind of cap or controlled hunting but why not just 
making a few more units controlled rather than controlled hunting across the board?   
 
    Idaho has a by zone system for their Archery elk tags, and it seems to work very well. Also, seems we should limit the 
NR's who buy tags at the last second and come into Oregon for OTC Archery Elk, that would help with some of the 
crowding issues as well, but obviously it's big revenue for the state. 
 
    Seems there should be a way to create both systems without limiting overall opportunity.  
 
    My proposals would be to make some of the higher hunter crowding, and higher elk population units draw and leave 
some of the other units general so both worlds can take place from a hunting aspect. Second proposal would be to divide 
archery hunting into zones, and make us choose zones to hunt, Western Oregon Zone, Central Oregon Zone, Northeast 
zone, Southeast zone, Blue Mountain zone. Similar to the Raffle/Auction tag zones. Make caps for the zones with a % of 
those going to Non-Residents.  
 
    Wyoming and Idaho have zones and Units, and limited quota hunts within them for any weapons or Archery only(Type 
9 Wyoming Idaho type A), and it seems to work for their states. Or a General Tag for a given # of Units(50 some General 
units in Wyoming) Why can't it work in Oregon? I think we need to think outside the box more, and explore new ways to 
accomplish the things we all want to accomplish.  
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    If this is about revenue, I think the majority of elk hunters will pay $8 more dollars for the tag and General Archery Elk 
Units and not be limited rather than paying $8 for an application to be limited and be bound to that unit.  
     
    I haven't even addressed predator management, which is a whole topic all in itself, but with predators on the rise not 
being managed really at all because ODF&W's hands are tied is a big problem. But don't restrict people more, you will 
continue to lose participation and new recruitment within the hunting community. 
 
 
Thank you for reading, and I strongly encourage the commission NOT TO MAKE ALL ARCHERY ELK HUNTING DRAW 
BY UNIT FOR FALL OF 2021, PLEASE LEAVE SOME GENERAL HUNTING FOR A % OF US BOW HUNTERS. More 
restrictions aren't necessary.  
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Jeremy Wilson 
Lebanon, Oregon 
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Nick Myatt

From: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@state.or.us>
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 12:47 PM
To: Don Whittaker; Thomas Thornton
Cc: 'Nick Myatt'
Subject: FW: Proposed Archery Changes
Attachments: image0.jpeg; ATT00001.txt

 
Forwarding 
Roxie 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Curtis Pedro <curtis.pedro@icloud.com>  
Sent: Saturday, June 13, 2020 5:04 PM 
To: Odfw.commission@state.or.us 
Cc: curtis.pedro@icloud.com 
Subject: Proposed Archery Changes 
 
ODFW, 
 
I am writing as a concerned hunter that has lived in NE Oregon my entire life. I feel like the proposed changes are 100% 
about over crowding and the talk about archery hunters pushing elk onto private land is not accurate.   
 
You just created a OTC cow tag in all of eastern Oregon where you can even buy the tag mid season and go shoot an elk 
so obviously elk population is not a concern.  
 
All of the cow hunts leading up to this year is what hurt elk numbers in the fringe areas and caused huge private herds. 
Most of those elk live year round on private ground, historically ODFW has had large cow hunts in areas like Shaw 
mountain and none or very few of the land owners allow access. This means everyone is killing cows on the small 
partials of public access or public ground. The next year there are less elk on public and more on private, these are 
different elk. ODFW does a count, issue more cow tags and this has happened for the last 20 years. Now we have 
thousands of elk that were born on private and never leave and the easy access fringe areas above that are public have 
very few elk.  
 
This phenomena has nothing to do with elk getting pushed it’s all because of people making decisions that aren’t in 
those areas seeing this happen. Huge elk herds on private land are due to miss management of the herds.  
 
Now that the cow hunts on public ground have been eliminated it will take time but the elk numbers will come back and 
landowners issues will get better.  
 
Elk numbers are still good in areas away from the private they are just harder to access due to less drivable roads. Over 
crowding should only be a concern if it’s hurting the populations in those areas. It is not and if it was really that big of 
deal people would stop going to those areas and being part of the problem. It’s not so people continue to go there and 
those who are not successful complain.  
 
If we do end up with a draw it should be implemented state wide. With it only being applicable in eastern Oregon they 
will mean that those of us who grew up and still live in eastern Oregon will have to apply to hunt out or back doors 
which will keep us from applying for limited draw hunts that are managed for trophy quality like Mt Emily, Weneha and 
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Walla Walla. The western side of the state will still be able to hunt at home like they do now and also apply for limited 
hunts as well. What this will mean is that after a few years all of the good limited hunt areas will only be hunted by 
western Oregon hunters not those of us who live out in eastern Oregon. Having the entire state a draw system will help 
tremendously with the point issue in the state and is the only fair way to change the system so everyone can have equal 
opportunity within the state.  
 
What I mean by that is most of western Oregon has good deer and elk hunting, they can still apply for eastern Oregon 
with the current system and if they don’t draw they can still hunt at home, this will mean more people applying for 
eastern Oregon tags which means less opportunities for eastern Oregonians. If you currently live in eastern Oregon you 
will be competing against western Oregon for tags to hunt here at home and if lose out in a tag you cannot still hunt 
without traveling all the way to the other side of the state. What that means for me personally is if I don’t draw at home, 
I will be taken my money to another state to hunt as well as my wife and two kids who are all avid hunters and have 
been for years. 
 
If you make the entire state a draw it will force everyone who want to hunt at home to make the choice to hunt at home 
or apply across the state for a harder to draw limited tag. By doing this a huge portion of the state will apply at home so 
they can hunt, nights and weekends all season. This will not only help with over crowding but will also help with point 
creep and keep the points required for all hunts at a minimum.  
 
Thank you very much for your time.  
 
Curtis Pedro 
541-786-5114 
 


