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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

'Putsuant to ORS "183.405 and HB 4052 (2018), HECC is required to submit annually an evaluation of 

rules adopted five years prior. This report analyzes all 12 rules HECC adopted in 2014 antl 2015, 

speciJJ.cally addtessing the int.ended effect, fiscal impact, potential amendments or repeals stemming 

from subsequent changes in law, impact on small businesses, and continued need. Briefly, all rules 

met their intended purpose and anticipated fiscal impact, and there remains a need for all rules 

atluptetl during these years. Tittee of 12 rules require agency review or atnendment, and two of 12 

had impacts on small bm.ili1esses. Any questions regarding this report should be directed to Kyle 

Thomas, IIECC Director of Legislative and Policy Affairs, at kyle.thornas@state.or.us or (503)-947-

2678. 
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INTRODUCTION 

ORS 183.405 requires state agencies to review rules that were adopted five years prior, to determine if 

the rule had the intended effect, if the fiscal impact was over- or underestimated, if subsequent 

changes in the law requite the rule be repealed ot amended, and if the.re is continued need for the 

rule. Agcndi::s arc required to suhtnit thfa report each year to the Secretary of State's office and 

relevant advisory committee (if applicable), from which SOS will use to cotnpilc a comprehensive 

report of all adopted rules to sub.tnit to the Lc.gisbturc. HB 4052 (2018) updated ORS 183.405 to 

include a statement on small businesses, establishing the Small Business Ruk:s Ad"Vl.';ory Committee 

and asking agencies to evaluate the impact of the mles on small businesses, which the Committee 

may evaluate, complete, and report for the agency upon request. 

The followi.ng repo.tt outlines 1..he rules HECC adopted in 2014 and 2015, and analyzes the.it itnpact. 

All rules ha<l the intended effect, all met the anticipated fiscal impact, and all rules remain necessary 

to HECC function. Three of 12 11.tles require review or amendment, which is specified in the report 

below. Two out of 12 adopted mles had impacts on small businesses, which HECC opted to evaluate 

and complete internally rather than utilizing the Small Blliillless Rules Advisory Committee. Any 

questions regarding this report should be directed to Kyle Thomas, HECC Director of Legislative 

and Policy Affairs, at kyle.thomas@state.or.us or (503)-947~2678. 
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RULE OVERVIEW 

CHAPTER 575: HECC OFFICE OF STUDENT ACCESS AND COMPLETION 

No new rules under Chapter 575 were a<lopted in 2014 ut 2015. 

CHAPTER 583: HECC OFFICE OF DEGREE AUTHORIZATION 
-

Rule Number Rule Title 

583-001-0015 Establishing Fees for Public Record 

Year Adopted 

2015 

CHAPTER 589: HECC OFFICE OF COMMUNITY COLLEGES AND WORKFORCE 
DEVELOPMENT 

Nu new rules under Chapter 589 were adopted in 2014 or 2015. 

CHAPTER 715: HIGHER EDUCATION COORDINATING COMMISSION 

Rule Number Rule Title Year Adopted 

715-001-0030 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 2015 

715-001-0035 Model Rules of Procedure 2015 

715-013-0005 Allotment Authority 2015 

---
715-013-0020 General Public University Program Approval Requirements 2015 

715-013-0025 Public University Support Fund Distribution 2015 

715-013-0040 Public Universily Support Fund Dh,t.tibution Factors 2015 

715-013-0060 Clinical Legal Education .b'unds 2015 

715-013-0062 Modifications lo Engineeting Technology Sustru.ning I'unds 2015 

Distributions to Universities 

715-013-0064 Signalure Research Center Funds 2015 

715-013-0066 Dispute Resolution Center Funds 2015 

715-045-0220 Proficiency-Based Programs 2014 

------
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RULE EXPLANATION 

CHAPTER 583: HECC OFFICE OF DEGREE AUTHORIZATION 

583-001-0015 Establishing Fees for Public Record 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes 

Was the fiscal impact of this rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the rule be amended ur repealed? 

No 

Has this .rule had an impact on small businesses? 

2015 

Y cs, if a small business makes a request for public records, they ate now requited to pay a fee, as 

would any other :individual or Lusincss requesting public documents. 

Is there continued need for this mle? 

Yes, this rule is needed to establish a fee for public records requests. 
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CHAPTER 715: HIGHER EDUCATION COORDINATING COMMISSION 

715-001-0030 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 2015 

Did the 1ule achieve its intended effect? 

Ye~, the rule allows the Commission to appropriately notify interested parties of proposed ntle 

changes in accordance with state law. 

Was the fiscal impact of this rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the mlc be amended or repealed? 

No 

Has this rule had an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

Yes 

715-001-0035 Model Rules of Procedure 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

2015 

Yes, the rule aligns HECC roles of procedure with those established by the Attorney General. 

Was the fiscal impact of this rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the rule be amended or repealed? 

Ye.s, die model rules of procedure have been updated, while the HECC mle refers to an outdated 
ve..tsion of the mles. 

Has this rule had an impact on small bm,inesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

Yes 

I 
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715-013-0005 Allotment Authority 2015 

Did die rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes, the rule has clarified the n:spomribilities and authority to distribute funds to universities and 

OHSU. 

Was the fiscal impact of this .rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the rule be amended or repealed? 

No 

Has this rule ha<l an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

Yes, this rule is necessary in order to lay out the authority to distribute funds to universities and 

OHSU. 

715-013-0020 General Public University Program Approval 
Requirements 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes, this mlc is critical to the ptogram approval process. 

Was the fiscal impact of this rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the rule be amended or repealed? 

No 

Has this rule ha<l an impact on small bm~ine:s:se:s? 

No 

Ts there continued. need for this rule? 

Yes, there -is continued need. 

2015 
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715-013-0025 Public Uoiversitv Support Fund Distribution 2015 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes, the rule has helpe<l a<lm.hrister the Stu<lcnt Success anJ. Complclion Funding Model. 

Was the fiscal impact of this tule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the nde be amended or repealed? 

No, howcvct the iule is currently being updated as part of the .review process required in the rule. 

Has this mle had an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

Yes, tl1e rule is necessa.i-y to di<;tribute the Public University Support Fund. 

715-013-0040 Public University Support Fund Distribution Factors 2015 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes, it has successfully served as a companion .rule to 715-013-0025, and bas been necessaty in 

adminic;tering the Student Success and Completion Funding Model (SSCM). 

Was the fiscal impact of this rule ovece1:1tiITlated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the rule be amended or repealed? 

No, however !.his rule will be updated as part of the review process in 715-013-0025. 

Has this rule had an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

Yes, this rule is necessary to ad.minister the SSCM. 

r 
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715-013-0060 Clinical Legal Education Funds 2015 

Did the :tulc achieve its intended effect? 

Yes, this rule has successfully allowed for disL.ribuLion of these funds for this ptogtain. 

Was the fisca1 impact of this mle overestimated o-r underestimated? 

No 

I-las there been changes in law that require the rule be amended or repealed? 

No 

Has this rule had an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need fo-r this rule? 

Yes, this rule is necessary, to distribute clinical legal education funds. 

715-013-0062 Modifications to Engineering Technology Sustaining 
Funds Distributions to Universities 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

2015 

Yes, this rule has implctncntcd the new distribution formula for Enginee.ti.ng Tech110logy Sustaining 

Funds (ETSF). 

Was the fiscal impact of this mle overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Hai,; there been changes in law that require the rule be amended or repealed? 

No 

Has this rule had an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rnle? 

Yes, this rule is necessa11r to continue the distribution ofETSF. 
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715-013-0064 Signature Research Center Funds 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes, this rule has successfully allowc<l for distribution of funds in this prngrnm. 

Was the fiscal impact of d1is rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been changes in law that require the rule be amended or repealed? 

No 

Has this rule had an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

2015 

Yes, this rule is necessary to continue distribution of Signatute Research Center Funds. 

715-013-0066 Dispute Resolution Center Funds 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes, thi~ rule has allowed for the distribution of Dispute Rcsolulion Centex Funds. 

Was the fiscal impact of this rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Ha1:1 there been changes in law that require the nile be amended or repealed? 

No 

Has this rule had an impact on small businesses? 

No 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

Yes, th-is rule is nece::isaty to distribute the Dispute Resolution Center Funds. 

2015 

I 
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715-045-0220 Proficiency-Based Programs 2014 

Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

Yes 

Was the fiscal impact of thii,; rule overestimated or underestimated? 

No 

Has there been change!:! in law that require the ru]e be amended or repealed? 

No, but this rule was amend eel in January 2019, though this was not due to statutory changes. 

Has this rule had an impact on small businesses? 

Yes, there has been an impact to small businesses LhaL opetate private caree.c schouL;, as they ate able 

to use p.roficicncy-bascd training as an alternative to minimum hourly trai.ii.ing. 

Is there continued need for this rule? 

Yes 
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Oregon Administrative New Rule Review 
Teacher Standards and Practices Commission 

Rules Adopted in 2014 

OAR 584-001-0016 Fees for Public Records and Related Services 
The new rule replaced the old fee rule {584-001-0015, repealed), which wo1s very outdated and didn't 

cover the more modern way of providing records via digital data and other methods. 

Adopted language: 
584-001-0016 
Fees for Publlc Records and Related Services 
(1) The Commission may establish fees for providing access to public records in paper, electronic or other 

format. These fees will be reasonably calculated to reimburse the Commission for costs of providing and 

conveying the public record5. The Commission shall provide information in accordance with public 

records disclosure rules as established in Chapter 192 of the Oregon Revised Statutes. 

NOTE: See ORS 283.110 regarding charges for providing records to state agencies. 

(2) In establisfling the fees for public records, the Commission will consider: 

(a) Printing and duplicating costs; 
(b) Staff time, Including but not limited to, all time spent in retrieval, duplication and compilation of 

information, telephone time, typing, computer operation and mailing; 

(c) Electronic Services, including but not limited to, programming, materials, and computer time; and 

(d) Overheard, including but not limited to, bookkeeping and accounting, attorney fees as permitted 

under ORS 192.440, postage and mail services, equipment maintenance, central government services, and 

general service charges. 

(3) The Commission may waive or reduce fees for public records upon written request if the Commission 

determines that making the record avaik1ble primarily benefits the general public. 

(4) Fees for copies and related services: 

(a) Photocopies {single or double-sided): $5 plus 20 cents per page (black and white) and $5 plus 30 cents 

per page if requested in color; 

(bl Facsimile: $5.00 l'' page, $1 per page thereafter; 

(c) Postage/Freight: First Class or Bulk rate based on weight; 

(d) Record Search Charges: In addition to photocopying or other duplication charges, the following staff 

time charges: 
(A) Clerical -- $20 per hour. 

(B) Administrative -- $40 per hour. 

(C) Executive --$50 per hour. 

(el Data Order Charges: 

(A) Standard Licensee Data Order-$150 each. 

[B) Custom Licensee Data Order -$150 + $40 per hour administrative time. 

{f) Address Label Disk- $100 each. 
(5) The cost of a request for public records not listed in section (4) of this rule shall be determined by the 

Executive Director at the time of the request, considering the factors listed in section (2) of this rule. If the 

estimated fee of a request exceeds $25, the Commission will provide written notice to the requester and 
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will not act further to respond to the request until the requester notifies the Commission, in writing, to 

proceed with making the records available. 

(6) No additional fee will be charged for providing records or documents in an alternative format when 

required by the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

(7) Requests for publlc records may be verbal; however, the Commission may require the reqtJest to: 

(a) Be in writing; 

{b) Be delivered to the Commission's office (by person, U.S. Mail, FAA, email or other electronic means); 

(c) Be dated; 

(d) Be signed; 

(e) Adequately describe the records being requested; or 

(f) Indicate the date the records are needed. 

{8} Electronic Records: Copies of requested electronic records may be provided in the format or manner 

maintained by the Commission. The Commission will perform all downloading, reproducing, formatting, 

and manipulating of records. Due to the threat of computer virus, the Commission will not permit 

requesters to provide flash drives or other electronic media for electronic reproduction of computer 

records. 

(9) All fees and charges must be paid in advance of releasing the requested public records. 

Stat. Auth.: ORS 192 & ORS 283 

Stats. Implemented: ORS 19Vl40 & ORS 283.110 

1. Did the rule have the intended effect? 
Yes. It gave the TSPC a better way of allocating fees to the public records it is requested to 

provide. 

2. Was the anticipated fiscal impact underestimated or overestimated? 
No; there was no fiscal impact anticipated and none occurred. 

3. Did subsequent changes in the law require the rule be repealed or amended? 

No. 

4. Is there a continued need for the rule? 
Yes; these services are still required and have costs that must be offset. 

OAR 584-023-0030 Registry of Charter School Administrators 
This new rule removed portions of previous rule related to charter school administrators and created a 

new rule. The previous rule included both teachers and administrators and this deals only with Charter 

School Administrators. This new rule did not create any substantive changes as it related to charter 

school administrator registrations. 

Adopted language: 
584-023-0030 

Registry of Charter School Administrators 
(1) No persons shall serve as an administrator (as defined in ORS 342.120 and OAR 584-080-0008 Scope of 

Administrator Licenses) in a public charter school unless such person either holds a valid Orei;;:on license 
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issued by TSPC purstJant to 338.135 or is registered with TSPC as a charter school administrator in 

accordance with 342.125(5). 

(2) TSPC shall create a PtJblic Charter School Registry for all persons who do not hold an administrator 

license and are employed as administrators in any charter school. 

(3) To obtain a charter school registration, an applicant and the employing charter school will submit a 

joint application, which will include the following documentation: 

(a) Description of the specific administrative position the applicant will fill with the employing charter 

school; 

{b) Fingerprints on forms prescribed by the Oregan State Police in the manner required by TSPC, unless 

the applicant has been previously cleared and has remained continuously licensed since the last 

clearance. 

(c) Completed application and fee; 

(d) A description of the applicant's post-second.iry education .ind other experience relevant to the 

administrator position the applicant is seeking; 

(e) A list of any professional licenses held; and 

(f) A passing scare on a commission-approved test of knowledge of U.S. and Oregon clvll rights laws and 

professional ethics unless these requirements have already been met through prior TSPC licensure. 

(4) Successful completion of the background checks disclosing no disqualifying materials or information 

will entitle the registrant to serve as a teacher or administrator as defined in ORS 342.120 in the 

employing charter school for a period of up to three (3) years or until employment with the employing 

charter school ceases, whichever occurs first. 

(5) The registration is not transferrable to another charter school without an application for a registration 

change with TSPC. 
(6) A charter school administrator registration may be renewed for an additional three-year term upon 

joint application of the registrant and employing charter school on forms established by the Commission 

and upon the payment of the applicable fee. 

Stat. Auth.: ORS 342 

Stats. Implemented: ORS 342.120 - 342.430, 342.455- 342.495 & 342.533 

1. Did the rule have the intended effect? 
Yes. 

2. Was the anticipated fiscal impact underestimated or overestimated? 

3. 

4. 

No; there was no fiscal impact anticipated and none occurred. 

Did subsequent changes in the law require the rule be repealed or amended? 
No. 

Is there a continued need for the rule? 
Yes. The registry of charter school administrators is required by law and its requirements must be 

dGscribed in rule. 
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Rev.I ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 re qt.ires agencies to revi<!w a rule not later than live years after odopbng it The 
requiremerrt for review does not apply to: 

.-'--~~~-~--"-'---'----~--~~------"'-I • Rules already in existence as of lanua,y 1, 2006, or for which not:k:e of' proposed rule making was 
deivererl tr, the Secretary ct s- "'"""' Janua,y L W06; 
• The: amendment or repeal of .a rule+ but does apply to the adoption of new rules; Agencies must review new ru~ with sane exceptions, Within five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. ,W,.,ugh this requirement applies only to new ruies, agencies should as a 
prad:k:al matter conduct an on-going review of all administrative rufes IP ensure that 
rules remaln viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of aa rules. 

• MY rules tnatare required by a court oroer orsettiemefltor a civil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• MY rules a<!cpbng a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 1a3.405(S){b); 
• MY rules adopted to implement leglsl<>ti,eiy approved lee changes, ORS 183.'lOS(S)(c); and 
• MY rules adopted to cOITed: e,rora or omtS!lions, ORS l~3.40S(S)[d). 

When. an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes In the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency Ol'erestirnate or underestimate the rule's fi:i:::a! impact? 4. Does the rule continue 1D be necessary? 

_A YES answer tn any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

. 

Division 23 Columbia River Zone and Snake River Zone 

OAR: Date Rule Caption 

635-023·0085 Adopted: License and Reciprocity 

2006 Comments 
OAR Link: httq:/fwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/23.pdf 

. .. ----! Program and Contact: fish Division; Tudl:er Jones 
. 

.. . . .......... 
Comment: Review 

1. Yes, recfproclty has worked ln the jointly managed waters oftl1e Columbia River. Date/ 
2. Unknown Initials 
3. No, reciprocity is still required fn the jointly managed waters of the Columbia River 6/7jww 
4. Yes. 

Language should be revised, see comment below • 

... . .. 

I Director's atria::: Mike Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
. . 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wm not require changes in the rule. Toe rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19/2017 

. -- - ~ - - - ... - . . .. 

.. 

I 
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R_ev_ iew_ of New_ Rules :~:: ~~:=.a:=~~~=: a rule not later1han five years after adopting it The 

~-'--'---'-------'-----------------I • Rules already In existence as of January 1,. 2006, or for whim notice of proposed rule making v.ras 

Agenoes. must review new rules., with some exceptions, \bi\thin five years. cf afiopoon, 
ORS 183.405. Although thiS requirement appnes od..y to new rues., agffides should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review crf au adrrinisl:rattve rules to ensure that 
rules remaln viable. Agency rule.5 may also require penodic review of al nies. 

delivered to Ille Secretary of Sta!B befure January 1. 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repea! of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
• N>f rules lllat are req•lred by a co•rt order or settlement or a av, proa,e:jlng, ORS la:l.405(4); 
• MtJ rules adopling a federal law or rule by reference, ORS !a:l.405(5)(b); 
• MtJ rules adopted to implement legislaovely approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Ml rules adoplee to ccrrect errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(0). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this _provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
- .... 

L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule7 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

.. A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

. . -

Division 41 Columbia River System Treaty Indian Fishery 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

Summer Salmon Season 
635-041-0085 Adopred: 

Comments 2006 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/41.pdf 

. 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones 

Comment: I Review 
1. Yes Date/ 
2. Unknown Initials 
3. No 6/7jww 
4. Yes, summer Chinook fisheries are different each year so leaving this as is {fded as a temp rule each year) is the most time effective 

way to deal with the rules. 

- . . -- - . -- .. - . . . . .. - - . - - . . .. 

II Director's Office: Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not aver, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes ln the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is sti! necessary to guide f!Sh management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6119/2017 

- . .. 
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Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later man five years afrer adopting it. The 
requtrement f.or revle\v does not apply to~ 

~--------------------------, • Rules a[ready in existence as of January 1,. 2006, or tor whid1 notice of proposed ru[e maldng v.ias 
deloiered to ttie s.a.tary ot stale - January 1, 2006; 
• The amendment or- repea! of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions,. ¥ilithln five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Althougti 1his requirement applies only to nav rules:, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of all admin&ratr;e ru!es to ensure that 
rules remait! viable. Agency rules may aiSO require peiio::lic review of all rules. 

• Any rules that are required O'j' a court on:ler or settlement or a c1vi proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Nrt rules adapting a federal law or rule t,y reference, ORS l!l3.405(5)[b); 
• Nrt rules adopted to implement legislatively approved feed@nges, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• _.Mi ~!es adopted to co_rr~erf"Of5 or omlsslons,_O~ 1~3.~)(d). _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 42 Columbia River Commercial Fishery Below Bonneville Dam I · 
OAR! Date 

Rule Caption 

635-042-0027 Adopted: 
General Commercial Fishing Seasons - Summer Salmon Season I 

Comments l 2006 
OAR Link: http:ljwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/42.pdf 

- - -
,I Program and Contact, Fish Division; Tucker Jones 
. -- - - - -- -- . - - -- - -- -- -- --- . - -- -- . - .. - .. - - - -

Comment: Review 
' 1. Yes Date/ 

2. Unknoom Initials 
3. No 
4, Yes, summer Chinook fisheries are different each year so leaving this as is (filed as a temp rule each year) is tl1e most time effective 

W<!>f to deal with the rules. 

. . ·-

I Director's Offtce: Mike H.anington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact Subsequent changes in the law ' Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19/2017 

. . . . -



I Review of New Rules ~i=5
f=..!.":~°:tt=e,;,arulenotlaterthanl'M,ye'31"Safteradoptingit.The 

~------------------------, ,. Ru!es already in existence as of January l,. 2006,. or for which notice of proposed rule making 1,vas 
defNered to the Secretary ofstate before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptiOrts,. witnin five years of adoption_ • Toe amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does apply to the adoption ot new- rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although 1hiS requirement applies only to new rules,. agencies SOOI.Jld as a • Any rules that are rEQUired by a (l)l!rt oroer or settiement: or a civff proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
practicai matter conduct an on-going review of all admir!lstrative rules to ensure lflat • Any rules adoPt:ing a federal law or rule by reference; ORS 183,40S{S){b}; 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic re;;e,, of aft rules. • Any rules adopted ID implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 18H05(5)(c); an□ 

_ _ • Any ~es ?ldopted to correct er~rs or o~, ORS_ 18J:.405(5){d), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consir:ler four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES answer to.any of the above questions requires an explanation inthe.areaprovided below. 

Division 412 Fish Passage 

OAR! Date 
Rule Caption 

Definitions 
635-412--0005 AdoptEd: 

Comments 2006 
OAR Link: h!m:[lwww.dfw.state.or.us(OARs/412.QQf 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Alan Ritchey 
- - -- - . -- - - -- --- -- -- - . - - . . -- -- ---- -

Comment: ORS 509.585 establishes ODFW's fish passage autt10tity. OAR 635-412-0005 had its intended effect as it provides Review 
the definitions used for implementation of all the fish passage rules, including what constitutes a fish passage trigger. Date/ 
These definitions are necessary for ODFW and the public to have a dear understanding of when and how f"ish passage is Initials 
enforced in Oregon. The agency did not over or under estimate the fiscal impact related to OAR 635-412--0005. Subsequent 
changes in the law did not generate a need to change this rule. ODFW is tracking specific changes to some of the rule 5-9-17 
definitions that may be proposed latel'. 635-412-005 does continue to be necessary. AR 

- . -- -- - - -- -- -- -- --

I Director's Off,ce: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 
- - - . 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not c,;er, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wil not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Dare/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 
MH 

- .. -- - ----- - -- --- ---------- --- --



·I Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re'>dew a rule not later than five years after adopting it. The 
requirement for reviev-i does not apply to: 

~--------------------------• ,. Rules already in existence- as of January 1~ 2006., or for which notice of proposed ruie makiflfj was 
d~lvered to the Secretary of~ llefure January 1. 2006; 

Agendes must reviev,, new rules, Wl.1:h some exceptions, within five years of adoption. • The arrsKlffle!lt or repeal of a rule., but does apply to the adoptJOn of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requlrement appiles only to new rules,. agendes should as .a • Art( rules that are required by a court order or .settlement or a dvil procee::flng,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter conduct: an on-going rE\llew of all admmistrati11e rules to ensure ttlat • Arr( rules adopting a federal !aw or rure by reference, ORS l83-405(5){bJ; 
rules remain viable. AtJency rules may also require periooc review of all rule5. • Arr( rules adopted to implement legG!atiVely approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

_ _ _ • Any rules adopted tD ~rect errors oronyis.sions., ORS 183.40~(5)(~ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule rontinue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 412 Fish Passage 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 
Prioritization 

635-412-0015 Adopted: 
Comments 2006 

OAR link: httf;!:llwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/412.12!:!:f 

I Program and Conlilct: Fish Division; Alan Ritchey 

Comment: ORS 509.535 {3) establishes the statutory requirement to maintain a statewide f"tsh passage prioritization. OAR63S- Review 
412-0015 provides the details and direction necessary for ODFW and the public to more clearly understand how this Date/ 
prioritization should be developed and how it is to be used. This rule has had its intended effect. The agency did not over or Initials 
underestimate the fiscal impact of this rule. lhere have not been any subsequent changes in the law that require a change in 
this rule. This rule continues to be necessary in order to implement statutory requirements in a manner understood by ODFW 5-9-17 
and the public such that it may be used to most effectively identify and implement f"tsh passage projects throughout Oregon. AR 

- - --- - -

I Dfr€ctor's Office: Acting Deputy Directnr, Mike Harrington. 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequerrt: changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary tD guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 

MH 

: 



Rev·,ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.4115 requires agencies to review a rule oot later than fr.ie years after adopting it The 
requirement for revie.v does not apply io: 

~------------------------, • Ru!es already in~ as of J;muary 1., 2006.,. orfur~lch: oo1ice of proposed rule making 1,vas 
delivered lo the s«rewy of stale before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review nsw rules, with some exceptions, within flve years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule., but does apply to me adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only t:o new rules,. agencies should as a • My rules that are ~d by a murt: order or sett!ernent or a 00 proceeding~ ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter- conduct an on-going review of al! adm1nistrative rules to ensure tliat • AA.y rules adoptlng a federal law or ru!e by reference,. OPS 183A-05{5){b}; 
ru1es remain viable. Agency rul.es may also require periocfic review of all rules. • Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee chanQes~ ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

. . . • Any rules adopted to correct errors or orrissrons, OR5183.405(5)(cf), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has tne rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. rnct the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule wntin ue to be necessary? 

AYES answer tD any ofthe above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 412 Fish Passage 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

~35-412-0035 Adopted: 
Rsh Passage Critaia 

2006 Comments 
01\R Link: httg:ffwww.df\N.state,or.us/OARs/412.ggf 

. . . . . I Program and Contact: F,sh Diviston; Alan Ritchey 

Comment: ORS 509.585 establishes ODFW'sf,sh passage authority. ORS 509.585{7){c) references that the state F'ISh and 
Wildlife Director shall develop rules establishing general criteria fish passage, OAR 635-412-0035 had its intended effect of 
describing the fish passage criteria and requirements necessary to implement the fish passage statutes and rules. ODFW staff 
and the public continually use these rules as the baseline of what is necessary to meet the State of Oregon policy to provide f'ish 
passage and for smff to issue a fish passage approval. The agency did not over or underestimate the fiscal impact of 635-412-
0035. Subsequent changes in the law do not require a change in rule. ODFW is tracking specific changes to this rule that may 
be proposed later. 635·412·0035 does continue to be necessary: 

I Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect The agency did not 0\/er, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law 
wfll not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

5-9-17 
AR 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 
MH 



I Review of New. Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule oot later than live years after adopting it The 
requirement fur re"Aew does not apply to: . Rules a1raacty !n e;4stence as of January 1., 2006., or for whk:h notice of proposed rule making was 
derrvered to the Secretary rA state before January 1. 2006i 

Ageooes must review new rules, with some exceptions, withl:n five years r:# adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a ru!e~ but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement appties only to new rules, agenctes shoulcl as a • kry rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an 011-;ping revieW of all aclmiflislrati'ire rules to ensure tflat • /lrr; rules adopling a federal law or rule by referenre, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of all rules. • MY rules ad~ted to implement legisa!ively appro,,ed fee changes, ORS 183.405{5)(c); an<I 

• /lrr; rules a<lopted to a,rrect errors or omissions, ORS 183.'ll)S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

. . 

Division 412 Fish Passage 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-412-0040 Adopted: 
Mitigation Criteria 

Comments 2006 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw..state.or.us/OARsJ4l2.pdf 

. 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; Alan Ritchey 
. . . - ---

Comment: ORS 509.585 establishes ODFW's fisl> pa ag"' authority. 509.585(7){a) and (b) provides for a legal waiver to fish Review 
passage when an alternative provides a net benefit. OAR 635-412-0040 desaibes the fish passage mitigation criteria used by Date{ 
ODFW staff and the public to develop and evaluate alternatives to fish pzssage consistent with the objectives of ORS 5(19,585. Initials 
This rule has had its intended effect of providing criteria for what is an acceptable alternative to fish passage. OAR 635-412· 
004(! are frequently used by ODFW. The public use these criteria to evaluate the cost of providing fish passage versus the cost 5-9-17 
of developing an alternative to f"tsh passage consistent with the mitigation cnreria. The agency did not over or underestimate AR 
the fiscal impact of this rule. Subsequent changes in law do not require a change in rule. 635-412-0040 does mntinue to be 
necessary. 

.. 

I Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 
. 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is stiB necessary to guide f1Sh management Date/ 

Initials 



I R-ev·,ew of New Rules ORS 183.'lOS requires agencies to review a rule not later than five years after adopting it. Toe 
requirement for review does not apply to; 

r'-~---'-----------~----'------'------I ,. Rules already in exlstenc:s as of January 1,. 2006,. or for whid"I nattce -of proposed rule making was 
delvered to the Secretaiy of State before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment orrepeaf -0fa ru[e~ but does apply to the adoption OCnew rues; Agencies rm.st review new rules£ with some exceptio~ within five years of adc.,,iion. 

ORS 183.405. Although this: requirement applies only tn new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going revieW of all administrative rules to ensure that 
ru[es remain viable. Agency rules may a!so require pericxlic review of al! rules. 

• Arry rules that are required by a court cn1er or settlement or a cM1 proceeding,. ORS L83.405(4}; 
• Any rules adopting• federal law or rul€ by reference, ORS l&M05(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopred to im!lement legislati're!y app"""'1 fee manges, ORS 183.'l-OS(SXcJ; and 
• Any rules adopted to correct e,ror.s or omissions, ORS 183.4-0S(SX d). 

When_an agency reviews_a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule rontinue tD be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 7 Rsh Management and Hatchery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

63.5--007-0725 Adopted: 
fish Species; Sturgeon - Permit Required 

Comments 2007 
OAR link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/07.pdf 

--- -

I _ Progralll aoo Contact: Fish Di11ision; Scott Patterson 
-

1. Yes, requires a permit to propagate sturgeon Review 
2. No. Date/ 
3. No. Initials 
4. Yes, agency stills the ability to manage privately produced sturgeon 

S/9/2017 

SP 

- - -

Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
- - -

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the f1SCal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

---- ---- .. - . 

I 



. . 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies lo review a rule not later than five yeais after adopting it The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 

- • Rules already in existence as a January l,. 2006, or for wt!!dl notice of proposed role making "Was 
delM;red ID tne secretary of state before January 1. 2006; 

Agencle.s must review new rul~ with some ea:eptons, wiltin five years of- adoption. • Tne amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does apply to the adc,ptiOn OC new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although tflis requirement applies only to new~ agencies should as a • MY rules that are required t:i;i a rourt order or settlement or a civil proceedingT ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter ronduct an on-going review of all administrative rutes to ensure lhat • MY rules aoop1ing • federal law or rule by reference, OR5 183.'l05(5)(b); 
rules remain viable~ Agency rules may also require periodic review of all rules. • Af'1 rules aoopted ID implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183-405(5Xc); and 

• Afl'f_ rules adopted to correct errors or omis-sioos, ORS l.83.405(5)(d), ... - .. . . . 
_ .. \'V'llen an_agency revrews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific fa~rs: 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect, 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES answertll any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided belm,v . 

- ·- -- . . 

Division 7 Rsh Management and Hatthery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

63.5-007-0730 Adopted: 
Permit Application Process 

Comments 2007 
OAR Link: http://www.dl'w.state.or.us/OARs/07.pdf 

. . .. 

Program and Cootact: Fish Division; Scott Patterson 

1, yes. Requires a sturgeon permit request or renewal to submit an facility operating plan oullining specific details for location, Review I 
watEr supply, screens, transportation, staffing among others. Date/ i 
2. No. There have been some comments about costs, but the high cost was established to prevent the hobbyist from starting a Initials ' 
joint venture for prof"it efforts. 
3.No 5/9/2017 
4. yes, maintains the agency's ability to manage private sturgeon production 

SP 

... - - - - --- --- -- . . . . .. - . 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-- -- - - - - -- ---- . - -- -- - - . . - - -



I
R. evie.w. o.f New R .. u.les. :::.~:s~~~a:,~~=,•rulenotlaterthannveyearsafteradoptingit The 

;_c---~--'------'-'----'---'------'--'----'-----I • Rufes already in existence as of January 1,. 2006~ or for whid"I notice -ofl)roposed ru!e making was 
deHvered tn the SecretalyofSrate betore January l. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeat of a ru!e~ but does apply to the adoption of new ru1es; Agendes must review new rules, with some exceptions, within live years of adoption. 

ORS 183,405, Although ltiis requirement appttes only to new rules~ agencies should as .i 
practical matter conduct an on-going revle\v of all administrative rules to ensure that 
ru[es remaJn viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of aH ru!es. 

• Arry rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a civi! proceeding.. ORS 183.405(4); 
• /my rules adopting• feJeral law or rule by r€Meflee, ORS J83.405(5)(b); 
• Arr( rules adopi,ed to implement legislatively approved fee manges, ORS 183AD5(5)(c); and 
• Arr( rules adopi,ed to cooe:t em,s or omissions, Ol<S 183,l!lS(S)(d). . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's frscal impact? 4. Does the rule amtinue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any t>f the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 7 Rsh Management and Hatchery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

635-007-0730 Adopted: Permit Application Process 

2007 Comments 
OAR Link: http://www.dlw.srate.or.us/OARsl07.pdf 

. 
. . . 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; Scott Patterson 
- - - - --- -- --- - - - -- - . . . . . . ... ------ .. 

1, yes. Requires a stnrgeon permit request or renewal to submit an facility operating plan outlining specific details for location, Review 
water supply, screens, transportation, staffing among others. Date/ 
2. No. There have been some comments about costs, but the high cost was established to prevent the hobbyist from starting a Initials 
joint venture for prof'Jt efforts. 
3.No 5/9/2017 
4. yes, maintains the agency's ability to manage private sturgeon production 

SP 

. . --·· 

Director's Office; Michael Hanington, Acting Deputy Director 
-- - --- - - - - - - - . 

Comment! 1he rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscai impact Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

.. -- . -

' 

! 

I 
I 



·.I .. Re. VI .. e .... w. o. .f. ..N. ew .R .. u I.e .. s ::.1:!:s ~~:., ":;t'~=: rule not later than five years after adopting i:. Toe 
;..c_~-~=-----'----'=--~'-'-----'-'--'------------'----I ,. Rules already in existence as of January 1,. 2006., er for which notice of propcsed ru[e making was 

delivered tD ttle Secretary« st.ate before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeaJ of a ru!e .. but does apply to the ~cloptlon of new rufes; Agendes must review l1e'N rules, with some exc£ptions, within five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Although !hiS requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an 011-,gojng review of air administJatr.re rues to ensure that 
rules remain viable, Agency rules may also require periodic review fJf all rules. 

• kr; rules !hat are reqi,red by a coot order or se..'tlement ma dvfl procee<llng, ORS 183.405(4); 
• kr; rules adopting a feJeral law 01 rule by referena,, ORS l83.405(5j(i:}); 
• iIDy rules adopred to ~ement legislatively approved fee manges, ORS 183,405{S)(cJ; and 
• iIDy rules adopted to=- errors or omissions, ORS 183.4ll5(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the ageney overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule oontinue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 7 Rsh Management and Hatchery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

635-007·0735 Adopted: Duties of sturgeon Propagation Permittees 

Comments 2007 
OAR Link: htto:[Lwww.dfw.st:ate.or.us[OARs/07.llQf 

I Program and COnt3ct: FJSh Division; Scott Patterson 
.. 

. Review 
1. Yes, provides a record of sturgeon transfers around the state Date/ 
2. No Initials 
3. No 
4. Yes, maintains the state's ability to manage haldlery sturgeon movement around the state 5/9/2017 

SP 

. ... . .. .. . . .. . --- - . . . .. 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

... 



I 

I R_ ev ___ ie ___ W_ __o_ f __ N ____ e_ w __ R__ LI __ l_e_ -s ~;!!!;sf~~w :~~;:";;',a rule not later tban five years after adopting it. Toe 
r-------------------------l • Rules already in existence as of January 1~ 20061 or fur which notice of proposed rule making was 

Agencies rm.& review Oeo.N rules; with some exceptions, wtt:hrn five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although lhs requirement applies only to new rules~ agencies should as a 
practical matter condoct an on-going revieW of all administraWe rules to ensure that 
rufes remain viable. Agency rules may also require pelioclic review of al! rules. 

delivered to the seaaary of _state before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule~ but does apply to the .adoption of new rules; 
• Any rules that are required by a c.ourt order or settlement or a cMI proceedng, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a fede@l law or rule by reference, ORS 183.'l05(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopie<l ID imi;iement legislatively app!UV€d ree changes, ORS 183A-05(5Xc); and 
• Any rules adopreo ID correct: error.; or omissioos, ORS 1B3.405(5Xd). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
- - - - ,-- - - - - - - -- - --- - - -- - - ---- - -

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 7 Rsh Management and Hatchery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-007-0735 Adopted: 
Duties of sturgeon Propagation Pennittees 

Comments 2007 
OAR Link: http:J/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARsl07.pdf 

... I Program and Contact: Fish D1V1sion; Scott Patterson 

Review 
1. Yes, provides a record of sturgeon transfers around the stat-e Date/ 
2. No Initials 
3. No 
4. Yes, maintains the state's ability to manage hatchery sturgeon movement around the state 5/9/2017 

SP 

- - - - - - --- . --- .. - --

Director's Office: Michael Hanington, Acting Deputy Director 
-

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the f,scal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

- - -

' 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS l83.405 requires agencies lo review a rule not lal:er than five years after adopting it The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rues alreaey in edstEoo, as of January 1, 2006, er Fo, which notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered tt> the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal d a ru£er but does apply tDttleadcptton of 11e"H rules; Agencies must revteW ~'I rules:~ with some exceptions_, within five years: of adoption. 

ORS 183-40:S_ A~h ttlis requirement applies only to 11M rules:r agencies showd as a 
pradit:al matter conduct an on-going review of all adminlstraave rules to ensure that 
rules rema!n Viable. Agency rules may alSC! require periodic revfe.-.• of all rules. 

• /;flt rules that are reqUired by a court order or settlement or a CIVIi proceeding, ORS 183.405{4); 
• mi rules aoo;lling • federal law or rule by rerereoce. ORS lB3.405(5)(o); 
• mi rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee dlanges. ORS 183.'l05(5)(c); and 
• kr/ ru"5 adopted to o:,m,ct error, or omissions, ORS L83.405(5Xd). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision1 the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 7 Fish Management and Hatchery Operat;on 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-007-0740 Adopted: 
Purchase of sturgeon from Sturgeon Propagation Permittee 

Comments 2007 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/07.pdt 

-

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Scott Patterson 

1. Yes, requires a receipt to possess a sturgeon harvested in a private hatchery Review 
2. No Date/ 
3. No Initials 
4. Yes, need the ability to distinguish between wild and hatchery fish harvested 

5/9/2017 

SP 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - -

' 
' 



. 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183. 405 requires agencies to review a rule not la1Er 1"an five years after adopting it The 
requirement for review does not apply ID: 
• Rules already ITT existence as of January 1,. 2006, or for wlltdi notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the Se:retary of Stare belore January l. 2006; 

AgendeS must review new rules, i.vitfl some exceptions, wit:tl!n five years of adopfion. • The arnendmert: or r,epeal of a rule, but does apply to the adopoon of new rules; 
ORS L63:405. AHhough tllis requireme-nt applies only to new rules, agencies should as a • Any rules that are reQU!rec! by a court order or settlement or a civil pnx:eeding, ORS lS.3.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of all .administrative rules to ensure that • AAy rules adopting a fe:jera! law or rule by r~nce, ORS 183.'10:,{S)(b); 
rules remain ~e. Agency rules may a!SJ: require periodic review of all rules. • AAy rules adopted to implement legislatively apprO\IECI fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

• Artj rules adopted to correct err9r5 or omissions, ORS 183;.405(S)(d) • . . . 
When an agency revrews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 7 Fish Management and Hatchery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Purchase of Sturgeon from sturgeon Propagatioo Permittee 
635-007-0740 Adopted: 

Comments 2007 
OAR Link: hl:t~:flwww.dfw.stare.or.us/OARs/07.(l!lf 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; Scott Patterson 
.. 

1. Yes, requires a receipt to possess a sturgeon harvested in a private hatcheiy 
2. No 
3. No 
4. Yes, need the ability to distinguish between wild and hatchery fish harvested 

. . . 
] Director's Office: Michael Hamngton, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: 1he rule has had the intended effect The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary ro guide fish management. 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

5/9/2017 

SP 

Review i 
Date/ 

lnitials 
6/7/2017 

MRH 



. ... 

I Review.of.New ~ules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule oot later than five years after adopting It. The 
requlr-ement for review does not apply to: . Rules: already in existence as of January lr 2006, or for which notke of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the secretary of State befcn January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must r€Vlew new rules~ with some exceptions; wttllin five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but doe; apply to 1he adopt:kln rr new rule;; 
ORS 18:3.405. Although this reQUiremeot applies only to new rules, agencies should as a • Any ru!es tliat are required by a court order or settlemert or a CM[ proceeding, ORS 183.405{4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of an administrative rules to ensure that • Arr; rues adopting a federal law or rule by reference. ORS 183.405(S)(l>); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require peiodfc reviav of all rules. • Arry rues adopted to implement legls!atively appro'Jed fee manges, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

• Arry rules adopted to ccrrect error,; or omissions, ORS 183.405(5Xd). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must cons_ider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2., Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. 

Division 7 Fish Management and Hatchery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-007-0745 Adopted: 
Revocation of sturgeon Propagation Permit 

Comments 2007 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/07.odf 

I 

.. - - . -- -- - --

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Scott Patterson 

1. Yes, provides the ability to revoke sturgeon propagation permits if conduct is debimentlal to existing game fish Review 
2. No Date/ 
3. No Initials 
4. Yes, need the ability to manage private propagation of sturgeon 5/9/2017 

. ... .. . . - .. .. - --- - .. - - ---- -- --- - -
Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
. Date/ 

Initials 

. -

-- - ··-~-~--~-. . 



Rev·,ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule net - than f>1e years after ad~ing it. The 
requirement for review Ooes not awtr' tD: 
• Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 
deliv€red to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules,. with some .exceptions~ within 'ftve. years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule., but does apply ro the adoption of nev,; rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although thls requirement applies only to new ru!es, agencies should as a • Mt rules ttrat are requira:i by a court order or settlement or a dvl proceeding,. ORS 183.405{4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review rr all administrative rules 1D ensure that • Arf/ rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 1B3.405(5)(b}; 
rules remain vlabie. Agency rules may also reQUire periodic review of a!! rules. • Affl rules adopted to implement legf:siatively approved fee changesr ORS 183.4:0S(S)(c); and 

_ _ _ • Afff rules adopta:I to correct errors or om1551ons1 OR5183.405{5)fd). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 

2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I . A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the.area provided below ... 

Division 7 fish Management and Hatchery Operation 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-007-0745 Adopted: 
Revocation of sturgeon Propagation Permit 

Comments 2007 
OAR Link: http:/Jwww.dfw.state.or.us(OARs/07.pdf 

. . . 

1. Program and Contad: Fish Divisio11; Soott Patterson 

1. Yes, provides the ability to revoke sturgeon propagation permits if ronduct is detrimental ID existing game f"ISh Review 
2 No Date/ 
3. No Initials 
4. Yes, need the ability tn manage private propagation of sturgeon 5/9/2017 

. - - . -

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
. 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wll not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fLSh management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2.017 

MRH 

- -- . . . ----- . -



- - -

I Review of New Rules 
ORS lB3.405 requires agencies to review a rule oot later than flve years after adopting it. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: . Rules already in existence as of- January 1,. 2006{ or for Mlich notice af proposed rule making was 
delivered to the secretary of state before January l. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules., wlth some excepoons, within five years of adoptiorL • The amendment or repeal a a rule, but does apply to ttie adoption cr new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although t:hls requirement appl1es only to new rules, agenciES showd as a • AfTi ru!es tflat are required by a court omer or settlement or a civil proceedifl9, ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter condud an oo-going review of all administratiVe rules to ensure that • m; rue; adopting a federal law or rule by reference, 0!15 l.83.405(5)(!:,); 
rules remain viable. Agency rul.es may also require periodic review of all ruies. • ~ rue, adopred to implement leg-ly approved fee dlanges, ORS 183.405(5)( c); and 

• Afr./ rules adopted to correct errors or omlsslonsr ORS ~-40SCSXd). 

- . - . When an agency reVIews a new rule under this proV1S10n, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided_below. 

Division 500 Fish Management Pian 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Oregon Coast Coho Conservation Plan - Impementing the Oregon Coast Coho Conservation Plan for the State 
635-500-6500 Adopted: of Oregon 

2.007 Comments 
OAR Link: htlP://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/500.pdf 

-
Program and Contact: Fish Division; Kevin Goodson 

- -

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide f,sh management. Date! 

Initials 
S/24/17 

-
KG 

Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 
.. - -- . -- - .. - - - .. - - - -- -- - - - - -

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 

MH 

- - --- -



. - ... 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not larer than fl'/€ years after ad~ting it. The 
requirement for review cloes not apply to: 
.. Rules already in existence as.<11' January 1, 2006, or for whidl notice of prop:J.Sed rule making was 
delivered to tile Sea-e!ilry of state before larrnary l. 2006; 

Agencies must revifNI new rules, with some &eeptions, within five years of acloptlon. • The amendment er repeal of a rule, bLt. does apply to the adoplf oo of new rules; 
ORS 183..405.. Although thiS requirement applles only to new rules, agencfes should as a • AfPf rules that are requi!"Ed by a court crder oc sett!ement or a dvR proceedir19.r ORS 183.405{4); 
practical matter conduct an oo-going review of aH aoministra!i\le rules to ensure that • AI>/ rules adopting a federal law or rue by referem:,,, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also requlre pe.riodic review of a!! rules. • Af>/ rules adopted to iITll)lement legislallvely appro,ed fee dlaflges, ORS lfl3.405(5)(c); alld 

. . . • Arr; rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS lSHOS(!;){d) . 
. . . . . . . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four spec1f1c factors: 
1. Has ttie rule had Its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change ln the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule mntinue to be necessary? 

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below_. .. . . - ·- - - -- - . . . - - - - . - - -- - - - - . - - - - - - - -- . . . - -

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-500-6525 Adopted: Rogue Spring Chinook Conservabon Plan 
Comments 2007 

OAR Linke http://www.dfw.state.or.us./OARs/500.pdf 

- .. ··--I Prograin and Contact: Fish Division; Kevin Goodson 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wm not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5/24/17 

KG 

.. .. 

[ Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effed. The agency did not CNer, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the !aw Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Dam/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 
MH 

---- ---- . . - - - - -- - - -- - - .. 



- - - .. 

I Review of New RLJles. 
ORS 183.➔05 requires agencies tn review a rule not later than five years after a~ it. The 
requirement few review does not apply to: . Rines already In exf5tence as-Of January 1, 20061 or for which notice of prnp,osed rule making was 
delivered to the secretary ofSl:ote before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must revteW new rules,. \wth some exceptions~ within five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a n.Jle1 but does .apply to the adoption of ne.v rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rutes, agencies stiou!d as a • Arr; rules that are requH"EO bf a court order or settlement or a d'li! ~oceeding, ORS 1S3.405(4}; 
practical matter conduct an OfH}Otng revie,v of a!! admi!listrative rules to ensure that • Arry rules adapting a federal law or rule !,y reference, ORS lfil.405(5Xb); 
rules remaln viable.~ rules may also require periodic review" of a!! rules. • {,Jr; rules a~red to implement legislali~ approved ree dlanges, ORS 183.105(5)(c); anc 

• {,Jr; rules aoopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5}(d}. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
-- - - - - ---- - - - - -- - --

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the ru ]e's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area providedbelow . 

. . 

summary of Rule 

OAR: 
Date License, Tags or Documents Available by Mail Order, Fax or Internet Adopted: 

635-010--0170 
2008 Comments 

OAR Link: http:llwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs!lO.odf 
' ' 

I Program and Contact: Ucensing, Linda Lytle 
- - - - -

Comment: Review 
1. Yes. Online sales continue to be utilized and issued the same as in 2008. Date/ 
2. No. Initials 
3. No changes in the law have been submitted 5/22/17 
4. Yes. Online sales will continue to be offered to customers. LRL 

- . - . . -

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington 
.. 

Comment The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 
I 

I 
- - . I 



I 

[ Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.4-05 requires agencies to review a rule not later than five years after adoptin<J it Toe 
requirement for revlew does not apply to: 
• Rules already in exisla1ce as of January l, 2-006, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 

~--------------------------, delivered to the Secretary ct State -la•uaryl. 2006; 

• Tue ameoomentor repeal of a rule,. btJt does ~pp!y to Ille adoption of new rules; Agencies must revieW nev,, rules, with some exceptions~ wJttiin five years: of adopt!on. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement: applies orny to new rules:, agencies: should as a 
practical matter mnduct an on-gofng rev1ew rff a!! administrative ru!es to ensure that 
rules reman Viable. ~ rules may also TEQuire periodic review at a!I rules. 

• Arr'{ rules that are Te(jUired t,y a court orde- or settlement or a civU proceeding; ORS 183.405(4); 
• ~ rules adopting a federal la" or rule by reference, ORS l.83.405(S)(b); 
• ~ rules adopted tD implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS l83.405(S)(c); and 
• ~ rules adopted to <nTeCt error,; or omissions, ORS 183.4-0S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
Z. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

-

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-500-3890 Adopted: 
Klamath Basin Anadromous Fish Reintroduction Plan - Chinook Salmon in Upper Klamath lake and Tributaries 

Comments 2008 
OAR Linl::: http:l/www.dfw.st:ate.or.usfOARs/500.pdf 

- . .. 

I Pmgram and Contact: Fish Division; Kevin Goodson 
-

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish managemert. Date/ 

[nitials 
5/24/17 

KG 

- - -- - -- - -

j Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Hanington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wol not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 

MH 

--- -- - -- - - - - - --- -- -- - - -- -- -- - -- ----- - - - - -



. . 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 1S3.405 requires agencies to review a rule not larer than five years after adopting it. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 

- -- -- -- -- .. -- --- . - -- - . Rllles already in existeoce asof Jarua,y 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule maki09 was 
delivered to the Secretary of Stale befure January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules,. with some exceptions,. 'Mttlln live years of adoption. • Tile amendment or repeal CE a rule, but does app!y to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement appHes only to new ru!es, agencies should as a • Afr-/ rules that ars required by a court order or settlement or a dv!I proceeding; ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter rooouct: an on-golng re\'few of a!! administrative rules to ensure that • Arri rules atloptil1g a federal i,iw or rule by reference, ORS 183-405(S)(b); 
rules remain Viable. Agency rules may afso require periodic review· of au rules. • Any rules adopted to implement legislati""ly appro,ed ree crnnges, ORS 183.405{S){cJ; and 

. 
~ Arr,J rules acq:ted to correct errors or omissions, DR?_ 183.~05(5)(d} . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rnle continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area providedbelo_w. 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Chinook Salmon in the Oregon Portion of the Klamath River and Tributaries Below Upper Klamath Lake 
635-500-3895 Adopted: 

Comments 2008 
OAR Link: li11D:{lwww.dfw.state.or.us[OARsl500.i;,gr 

-
... 

I Program and Contact: fish Division; Kevin Goodson 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide f.sh management. Date/ 

Initials 
5/24/17 

KG 

. - -

I Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review ' 
wll not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide f15h management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 
MH 

. . . - . . . .. - ---- -- -- - - - - .. . . 



I 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies tD review a rule not later than rive years after adoptirig 1t The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of January l, 2006, or for which notice ct prol)OSed rule making was 

~------------------------< delivered tn the Secretary ct State before January 1. 2006; 

• The amendrnentoc repeal or a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; Agencies must re".'iev.' new rules., with some ~eptions:* wttllin five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Altliough this requirement applies only to new rues, agencies should as a 
practicat matter ronduct an on-going renew of all administrative ru!es to ellSllre that 
rules remain viable. At)erq rules may also requlre periodic review of all rules. 

• Aro/ rules that are reciuired l:Jy a couft order or settlement or a civil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• AI,,; rules adopoog a federal law or rule t,y reference. ORS 183.405(5Xb); 
• AI,,; rules adopted tD implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 1B3.405(5)(c); and 
• m; rules adopted to awrect error. or omissions, Q_RS 11!3.405(5)(d) •. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: . 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. . 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Steelhead Trout in the Oregon Portion if the Klamath River, Upper Klamath Lake and Tritlutaries 
635-500-3900 Adopted: 

Comments 2008 
OAR link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us!OARst500.pdf 

. . 

1. P~am and Contact:. Fish Division;. Kevin Goodson 
. 

Comment: The rule has had the intendei effect. The agency did not aver, or underestimate the fisc.al impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

[nitials 
5/24/17 

KG 

Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the lntended effect The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Sutlsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 

. - - ·- - . .. . .. . . . .. 

I 

' I 
i 



·I Rev·1 ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not larerthan five year.; after adopting it The 
requirement for review Ooes not applyto: 

·r-'----'--~~------'--------~---~--~---I • Rules .already 111 eristence as-Of January 1, 2006, or for which notice cf prop-JSed rule making was 

I 

Agencies must revle\v new rufes, with some&~ mthin five years of adoption. 
ORS 183-405_ Although this ff:Qlllranent awlfes oo!y to ne.'V rutes, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an oo-going review or- ali administrative rules tD ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of a!! rules. 

deliv€red to the Se::retary of State tetore January J. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal ofa rulef !l..tdoesapp[y tDthe adoptlon of new rules; 
• Afr/ rules that are required by a murt r.:cder or settlement or a civil proceeding., ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arr; rules adopting a federal law or rule bJ reference, ORS l83.405(5)(b); 
• Arr; rules adopted ro i!ll)lement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Arr; rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405[5)[d]. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

. A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR! Date 
Rule Caption 

635-500-3905 Adopted: 
Coho Salmon in the Oregon Portion of the Klamath River and Tributaries 

Comments 2008 
OAR Link: h!!!J:llwww.dfw.state.or.us[OARsfSOO_OO( 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Kevin Goodson 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5/24/17 

KG 

- .. . . . .. 

I Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wll not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 
MH 



I 

I R. evi .. ew. ..o.f . .. N. e. w ... R. LI les ::,;;!;;;;;;\~;~~~·.r~~ot ~i:.iei:,· rule not later lhal1 fin yea,, after adopoog it. The 
;_c---'-'-'-~~c..c..c..c._c.._.c..c....c'-'-------------~-I • Rmes already in a:is:tence as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule rnakir,;i was 

.. 

Agencies must review new ni!esF wn:h some ex:reption5.a within five years of adoptlon. 
ORS 1&3.405. Afthough trns requirement applies only to new rutes, agencies sf1ou!d as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going reviev,, of a!! administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remaln viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of a!l n.des. 

delivered to the Secretary of Staie before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeaf of a rule, but does apply to the adoption d new rules:; 
• Arry rules that are requH"ed bf a court on:Jeror settlement or adv!! proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arr; rules adopoog a federal law or rue by reference, ORS 1!!3.405(5XbJ; 
• Arr; rules ad~ to implement legislalively approve:! fee d1anges, ORS 183.i05(S)(c); ano 
• Arr; rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5}(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule unde.- this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . . 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: Dale 
Rule Caption 

635-500-3910 Adopted: 
Pacific Lamprey in the Oregon Portion of the Klamath River, Upper Klamath Lake and Tributaries 

Comments 2008 
OAR link: htto:!/www.dfw,state.or.us/OARs(SOO.pdf 

. ' .. 

[ Program and Contact: Flsh Division; Kevin Goodson . 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact_ subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5/24/17 

KG 

I Director's Office; Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 

MH 

; 
I 



I. 
Re. e ... v. i e. .w. of New. R. u 1 .. es. ~=t5 ~·1~:~:;;: rule not later than five years af!Er adopting it. The 

r'-~~~~-----'--~~~~~----------I • Rwes: already in edstence as of January 1, 2006, OC"ftTwhich nOtieeofproposed rule makirg was 
dellverEd to the serretary of State belilre January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal ofa rule, but does appJy to the adoption of new rules; Agendes. must review new rulesr with some exceptions, within five years of aooptlon. 

ORS l!B.405. Although this requi.rement applies only to new rutes; agencies should as a_ 
practical matter conduct an on-~lilJ review of alf administrative rules to ensure that 
ru!es remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of a!! rules. 

• Afff rules that are requ!rej by' a cou.rt order or semement or a dvil proceeding., DRS 183.405(4); 
• Arr, rules adoptmg c federal law or rule ~Y reference, ORS 183.'lOS(S)(b); 
• Arr; rules adopted to implement legislcli;rely approved fee manges, ORS 18H05(5)(c}; and 
• Arr; rules adopted to corred: errors c.- omissions, ORS 1B3All5[5)[d]. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
Z. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. . 

OAR: 
635-600-0000 
635-600--0005 
635-600--0010 Rule Caption 
635-600-0015 
635-600-0020 Date Qimes Relevant to a Fitness Determination 
635-600-0025 Adopted: Comments 
635-©D-0030 2008 OAR Link: http://<lfw.state.or.us{OAAs/60(l-pdf 
635-©D-0035 
635-600-Q040 
635-600-0050 
635-600-0055 
635-600-0065 - . _-

.. 

1. Pmgram and Contact: Human Resources,. Katelin Kannier 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

All ODFW OARs applicable to Criminal History Checks are included above and the same comment applies to all OARs listed Initials 
above. ODFW HR has been working with DOJ on reviewing and updating draft rules. We have been reviewing the ODFW rules 
and updating based on DAS implementing statewide administrative rules 125-007-0200 through 125-007-0330 for criminal 5/30/17 
history checks pursuant to ORS 181A.215. We anticipate updating the draft rules by the end of July, then will work with DAS tD KK 
review the updates. By the en<l of August we plan to finalize draft rules filed with SOS. We have been wOl'king with Roxie 
Borisch and the Director's Office on setting a date to indude as an agenda item for an upcoming Commission meeting. 

Directors Office: Ken loffink, Acting Deputy Director 

The Commission adopted the updated a<lministralive rules for crimina I background checks during the February 9, 2018 Commission meeting. 3/27/18 
Kl .. .. . . . . --· . -

l 



1-
R_ e_ -V_ i e_ W_ o_ f_ New Ru I es ~=5~w·::~~lD ai:,ie;: rule not later than five years after adopting it. The 

-~~-~~~~-------------------I • Rwes already in existence as of January 1, 2006, ~ Fcr- which notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal ff a rule, but does apply to the adoplfon of !"\e!IJ rules; Agencies must review neiiv rules,. with sume exceptions~ within five yeaJS of adoption. 

ORS 183-405. Although this requirement applies only to rie\'lf rutes, agencies stiou!d as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of a!! admi!ilstrative rules to ensure that 
rules remafn viable. Agency rules may also requlre periodic review of atl rules. 

• Arr; rules that are required bf a court oroeror settlement or a dvil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4}; 
• hry rules adopting a fooeral law or rule by reference, ORS IB3.405(5Xb); 
• hry rules adopted to implement 11,gislallvely appro"6:l fee dianges, ORS 183.105(5){c]; and 
• />Jr{ rules adopted to_ correct_ errors o. omissions, ORS 183.405[5}[d). _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

-

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. _ 

Division 4 Commercial Rsheries Other Than Salmon or She!lftsh 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Sardine catching Vessel 
635-004-0430 Adopted: Comments 

2009 OAR Link: http:f/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

- - - - ---- - - -- - - - -- - -

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
- - .... 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- -

Director's Office: 
- --- - - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

i 

! 



:1 Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re\'iew a rule not later than five years after adopting it The 
requirement for r.eview does not apply to: 
• Rules: already fn existence as of January 1, 2006, or fur which notice of proposed rule maldng was: 
delivered to lire Secretary of StalE !Jerore.lanuary L 2006; 

I 

Agende:S must revie.v new rules,. v,,;m some exceptions,. within five years of adopoon. 
ORS 183.405. AU:tmugh th1s requirement: applies only tn new rules, agencies. shoo Id as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going re,/lew of all admin!S1ra.Ilve rules kl en5Ufe that 
rules remain viable. Al;Jer'cf rules may also require periodic review of a!I rules. 

• The ameodment or repeal of a rule~ but Ooes apply to the adoption or nev,r rules; 
• Any rules that are required Oya court order or settlement or a CMI proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal raw or rule by rererence, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopred ID i!ll'lernent legislatively approved ree changes, ORS L63.405[5)(c); and 

. ~ Any ru[es adopted ID OJITect errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. - -

Division 4 Comma-cial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Dall! Pacific Hagfish Harvest Guideline 
635-004--0615 Adopted: Comments 

2009 OAR Link: htti,:[lwww.dfw.state.or.us£0ARs/04.(l!:!!' 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

i Director's Office: 
-· - . - ---- - - .. -
Comment: Review 

Date/ 
[nitials 

.. 



·1 __ R ____ e_v __ ie_ w_ o __ f _N_ ew_ - R_ u[es__ ~=S~a!,~~~to:i:;:rulenotlaterthanfivleyearsalteradop!ingit.The 

F'-'--=~--'----'-~~~~~~----'------------I • Rule; already in existence as of January 1, 2006, er fer which notice ct proposed rule making was 

I 

delivered to the secretary of sran, before January 1. 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, tut doe; apply to the adoption of new rules; AgendeS most review new rules~ ,vtth some exc:epoons, within five years of a~n. 

ORS 183.405. Although trns requirement appllei only to new rules, agencies stiould as a 
pradjcal matter conduct an on-going review of a!! administrative rules to ensure that 
rules rema1n viable. Agency rules may also requlre periooic re"liew of a!I n.Jes. 

• Arr; rules that are require:J by a court croeror settlement er a civil Dfl)ref<linQ., ORS 163.405(4); 
• Any rules adoptmg a federal law or rue by reference, ORS l.B3.405(5l(b); 
• Any rules adop!Ed to implement legislalive!y appn:,""'1 fee d-1anges, ORS 183.105(5)(c); and 
• Any rules adop!Ed to correct error,; or omissions, ORS 183.40S[5)[d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
- --- --- - - - -- - ----- - --- --- - -- -- - ---- --- -- ---- - - - -- - --- --- - --

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the ru[e continue to be necessary? 

-- - . -- - -·-. - -

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. ___ -

- -

Division 4 Commercial Rsheries other Than Salmon or Shellf1Sh 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Fishing Gear 
635-004-0620 Adopted: Comments 

2009 OAR Link: htto:ljwww.dfw.state.or.us(OARslD4.pdf 

ntact: 
. . . 

rngram a s DMSlon; ndCo Fi h 

-

- - -··- . -- . . ·- . 

Comment: Review 
Dab,/ 

Iml:lals 

Director's Office: 
-- - -- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Cnitials 

- -

I 
' 

- I 



Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 naquirss agemes to,,,,,_ a rule oot later than five years a!t1ar adoptmg it. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as cf January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule makfi"g was 

~------------------------, delivered to tile Secretary or State ref ore January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must revieW ne.v rules., with some exceptions~ wiltftn five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. A!thougfl this requirement applies only to new rules., agencies should as a 
pract1cal matter conduct an on-gQlng review of an administrative rutes to ensure that 
rules remain viable. A:;Jerc/ ru1es may a!so require pertodic revie,.,' of afl rules. 

• The amerniment or repeal of a rule,. rut does.apply to tile adoption of" new rules; 
• Any rules tllat are requlred by a court order or settlement or a dl/ll proceeding., ORS 183.405(4); 
• kt, rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 1B3.405(5)(b}; 
• kt, rues adopted to implement legi~olively approved fee dlanges, ORS 183.405(S)(c); and 
• kt, rues adopted to a,,rect errors or omissions, ORS 183A05(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the !aw require a change in the rule? 
2. Do the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea - Purpose 
635-012-0020 Adopted: 

Comments 2009 
OAR Link: htto:Hwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/12.pdf 

.. ·. 

I Program and contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
---- - ----. - - - - - . - . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

1. Yes. This rule provides context (cites ORS mandate) for these rules in OAR 635-012 regulating activities designated as marine reserves or Initials 
prnlEded areas. 

2. No. 5/30/17 
3. No. CD 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bill 1510 (2012), tiy regulating 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

Notes: 
a. This OAA was amended in 2012. 
I:,. The Division Title listed here in this sheet is outdated - it was amended in 2012 ("Marine Protected Areas" was amended to just 

. 

"Protected Areas" - if you follow the OAR link, the title is correct) 
------------ --- -------------------------------- --- ---- - . - - - - . . . - ... - - ----- - -- - -- -- -- - -

Director's Office: Miehael Hanington, Acting Deputy Director 

' 
' 



·1 f I ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a ruie not larer tnan five years after adopting it. The • Review O New Ru es requirementforreviewdoesnotapplyto: 
~--------------------------I • Rule; already in: existence as:of January 1, 2006, or fer which notice of prop:JSe.1 rule making was 

deliv€rel to the secretary of stste befure January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of !leo\' rules; Agencies must r€\l'ie!ll new rures, wtth some exc:eptions, withff1 five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405~ Although this requirement applfes oo!y to new rutes, agencfES should as a 
practical matter conduct an oo-going review of au administrative: rules to ensure that 
rules remain vlab1e. Agency rules~ also require periodic revie..v of a!! rules. 

• Afff rules that are required by a court criler cr- -..mentor a dvl J)focee<ling, ORS 163.405(4); 
• Afff rules adopting a federal law or n..ie by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Afff rules adoptal to implement~ approved fee changes, ORS 183.'IOS(S)(c); and 
• Afff rules adcq,b,d to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405{5)(d], 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consid~r fourspecific factors: 
1. Has the rule had Its Intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes In the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation i11 the area providedbelow. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-012..0030 Adopted: 
Marine Reserves and Matlne Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea - Definitions 

Comments 2009 
OAR Link: htto:/twww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/12.pdf 

. 

I f'rogram and Contact: Fish Division; Crisb!n Don 
-- - -- . -- -- . - - -- - - . . -- -- . - -- - - -- - -- -- - - - .. -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

1. Yes. This rule provides the clefinitions used in the subsequent OARs fur regulating activities designated as marine reserves or protected Initials 
areas. 

2. No. 5/30/17 
3. No. CD 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bil 1510 (2012), by regulating 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

Note: This OAR was amended in 2012. 

. .. . .. 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
·- - - -

Comment: The rule has had the int.ended effect. 1he agency did not (l\(ef, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

' ' 



1 Review. of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not I-than five years alter adopting it The 
rnquirementfur review does not appiy to: 
• Ru!esa1ready in existence as of January 1,. 2006, or for which noOCe af proposed rule making v.0s 

~--------------------------, delivered1D the SecretaJY of State before January- L 2006; 

Agencies roost revia,1 ne\',1 rules, with some exceptions,.- within five years rff adoption. • Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but doe; apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a • Any ruies ttrat are required by a coult oruer or settlement or a dvit proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter rnnduct an 0f11J0lng revi'ew of aH: adm!niSl:rative ru£es to ensure that • Any rules adopting a federal lffi'il or rule by referencf', ORS 183.405(5)(0); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may .also require periodic review af aH rules. • Any ru!es: adopted to i~ent legislatively approved ree dlanges, ORS 183.405{5){c); and 

. • Any rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.40S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the an!a provided below . 

. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

635-012-0040 Adopted: 
Marine Reserve and Marine Protected Area Boundaries 

Comments 
2009 

OAR Link: http:[/www.dfw.state.or.us/0ARsJl2.pdf 

. . ... ... - -- -- --- -- -- - - . -- ------ ------ - - -- - - - -- .... -

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
-- -- - - --- - - - --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

1. Yes. This rule a1es the physical boundaries, set by Department of State Lands, for areas designated as marine reserves or protected Initials 
areas and establishes the effective dates for the rules set fur each marine reserve or protected area site (the rules for each site became 
effective on differ€1lt ywrs). 5/30/17 

2. No. CD 
3. No. 
4. Yes. This rule mntinues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bil 1510 (Z012), by regulating 

activities in areas desig nared as marine reserves or protected areas. 

Note: This OAR was amended in 2012. 

----- ------ ------ ------- - -- . - - - -- ----- -- - - --

1. Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Direct ' . 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not r:r,er, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6-9-
2017 
MRH 

.. 

i 



I Rev·1ew of . New Rules ORS 183..'105 requres agencies to ,.,;ew a rule not later than five years alter adopting it. The 
requirement for review does not appiy to: 

~~--~--~-------------------I • Rules already 11 existenc.e as of January 1,. 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule makl~ was 
delivered to the Secretaly of State before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal" of a rule~ but doesEDDlyto the adoption of new rules; Agencies must re'l!ew new ruies, with some exceptions, wlthm five years of adopttoo. 

ORS 183.405. A!lhough lhJS requirement appJles only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going revieW of all adminisll'atNe rules to ensure that 
rure.5 remain viable. Agenc.yrules may a!so require pericdic review of" al! rules. 

• Arry rues that are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• MY rule; adapting a f-ral law or ruie by reference, ORS la3.40S(S)(b); 
• MY rules adopted to implement legisatively app"""'1 ree manges, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• MY rules adopbed to correct error.; or omissions, ORS 183.405(5J(d} • 

. Vllhen an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule c.ontinue to be necessary? 

- A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below ... 

. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-012-0050 Adopted: 
Marine Reserve Prohibitions and Allowances 

Comments 2009 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/12.pdf 

- - -------- - - - - - -- --

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
- - . . . . - .. --- . - - -- -- -- - - , - -
Comment: Review 

Date/ 
1, Yes. This rule regu!a!:es activities in areas designated as marine reserves. Initials 
2, No. 
3. No. 5/'30/17 
4, Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196,540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bill 151() (2012), by regulating CD 

actiVities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

Note: This OAR was amended in 2012. 
.. .. ... . . .. . ... - - . - .. - -- - ... -- . .. 

I rnrector's Office: Michael Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did rot over, or underestimate the f,scal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes In the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6-9-
2017 
MRH 

- - - -- - -- - - - -- - - - ---- - ----- - -

I 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than fll/e years after adopting it Toe 
requirement for re,.,ie\\! does not apply to: 
• Ru!es already in existence as of January 1~ 2006, or for whlch notice of proposed rule making was 
defrlered to the Secretary m'State before January L 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions, within five years of adoption. • The amendment or rEpea! of a rule,. but does apply to ttie adoption o1 ne.,v rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requlrement applies only to new rules, agenctes should as..a • Arr'{ rules that are required by a O)!Jrt order or sett!ement er a civil proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter ronduct an on-going review of ill! admlnfstrative rules to ensure ttlat • Arr'{ rules adopting a federal law or ru!e by reference, ORS 183A-05{5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of all rt.des. • Afr{ rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes~ ORS 183.405(5)(c); anti 

_ • Any rules adopted to c.orrect errors or omf~ons, .OR5183.10?(5){d),_ _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 

2. Did !he agency overestimate or underestimate tire rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer tD any ofthe above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

635-012-0060 Adopted: 
Redffsh Rocks Marine Protected Area prohibitions and Al!owances 

2009 Comments 
OAR Link: http:ffwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/12.pdf 

.. 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Crisl:en Don 
-

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

1. Yes. This rule regulates activities in protected area at Redfish Rocks. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No. 5/?,0/17 
4. Yes. This rule a:,ntinues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bill 1510 (2012), by regulating CD 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

Note: This OAR was amended in 2012. 

.... 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in !he law Review 
wil not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Dam/ 

Initials 
6-9-
2017 
MRH 

-

I 



1--

R: __ ev_ i_ew o_ f N __ ew R_ ules ;;,~u!,;;!tf~~':!:.~~-::•ulenotlaterthanfiveyearsafteradoptingitThe 
,'-C"---'-'----~--'-----'---------------I • Ru!es already in existence as of January 1, 2006f or for which notice of proposed rule making was 

deli<ered to the secretary of'Srate before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeat of a rule, tu does ,appty to the adoptioo of re..v rules; Agencies must revieW n~ ruJes:, wtth some exceptions,. Within five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Al:tt!Ol.l]h 1his requirement appfies only to new rule;, a!JE!fldes SlOUld as a 
practical matter cOflduct: an on-gomg review of all administrative rules tD ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may .also require perie<lic revje\"i of al! rules. 

• Any rules that are required by a courtorner orsetttement or a civil proceerlmg,, ORS 183,405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule iJy reference, ORS 1S3.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legis!ati,e!y approved fee changes, ORS 183.405{5)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted_to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(d), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes [n the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YESanswerto any_of the above questions requires a11 explanation_in the al"Elaprovi~ below. 

Summary of Rule 

OAJl: 
Date Agency Representation by Employee 

635-001-0070 
Adopted: Comments 

2010 OAR Link: http:/Jwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/Ol.pdf 

- - -

I Program and Contact: Licensing, Linda Lytle 
- -- - . - ---- -- . -- . . ·-- - - - - , .. - - . --- . -- . - -- - - - - - ---

Comment: Review 
1. Yes. The License Services Manager serves as the Lay Rep for WVC contested case hearings. Daba/ 
2. No. Initials 
3. No changes in the law have been submitted. 5/22/21J17 
4.. Yes. There continue to be oontested case hearings related to the WVC. LRL 

- - -- -- - --- - - - - - . - . --- ---- --- -- - - - - - - -- -- - - -

I Director's Office: Midiael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
-

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

- - - -

' 



·.I Rev·,ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re<iew a rule not later than five years after adopting it. The 
requiremmt for review does not apply to: 

~--------------------------I • Rules already in existence as of January 1,. 2006, or for which notice of proposed nie making was 

I 

dell¼Sred ro lire Secretary Of StatE before January L 2006; 
" Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but doe; apply to the adoption of new rules; Agelides must revie.v ne\v rules,. witn some exceptions.,. wtthin five years r:K adopbon. 

ORS 183.405. Although th1s requirement app[ies only to new rules:, agencies should as a 
practical matter mnduct an on-golng review of all adminisl:rs,tive rures to ensure that 
ru!es remain viable. Agency rules may also require ~c review of all rules. 

• Any rules that are required by a court order or sett!emeJ1:t or a civil proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a rederal law or rule by rerereoce, ORS 183.405[5)(b]; 
• Any rules adopted ID implement legislalMe!y approved ree changes, ORS 183.405[5)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted to mrred: errors or omffil:ins1 ORS 183.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 8 Department of Fish and Wildlife Lands 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-008-0211 Adopted: 
Public Pccess to Department Hatcheries 

Comments 2010 
OAR Link: http:ljwww.dfw.sta!E.or.us/OARs(08.pdf 

. ... 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; Scott Patterson .. 
1. Yes, it allow hatchery managers to restrict access to the hatchery grounds after hours, prevents open fires, camping, Review 

etc. Date/ 
2. No Initials 
3. No 
4, Yes, hatchery managers need to manage access to the facilities they manage. 5/9/2017 

SP 

-- - . - . .. 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



1 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than !Me years after adapti~iit:The -- ---- -[ 
R_eview_ o_ f __ New ____ Rules_ requiranentfor-doesno!applyto: 

~'------'-'--"------'~---'------------I • Rules already in ecistence as of January 1,. 2006, or for which notta? r:ff proposed rule maki~ was 
delivered to the Serreraryot state bernre J.anuary1, 2006; 
• The i1111ernlment or repeal of a rule, but does apply tD the aoopoon of new rules; AgendEs must revieY\f new rules.., "wtth some exceptions., within five years ct- adopoon. 

ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an oo--going reJBV of a!! administrative ru!es to ensure that 
rules remaln viable, AgenoJ rules may also require periodic revie'l1,r of all rules. 

• Any rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceedlng, ORS 163.405(4}; 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule tr; reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Afr/ rule5 adopted to implement legislatively approved fee chaoges, ORS 183.4-0S{S)( c); and 
• Afr/ rule5 adcpted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.'IOS(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue tn be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided_ below. _ 

Division 11 Statewide Angling Regulations 
I 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 
Green Sturgeon 

635-011-0170 Adopted: 
Comments 2010 

OAR Link: http:lJwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/l l.pdf 

-- - --- -- . - -- -

I Program and Contact: Fish -Division; Tucker Jones 
-

Comment: Review 
1. Yes the rule has had its intended effect, prohibiting the sport harvest of green sturgeon. Date/ 
2. Unknown Initials 
3. No, southern Df'S Green Sturgeon status has not changed. 6/Sjww 
4. Yes, the southern distinct population segment (DPS) of Green Sturgeon are federally listed as "'Threatened" and may not be retained in 

sport fisheries. Southern and northern DPS fish are indistinguishable based on physically observable characters and may co-mingle in 
Oregon estuaries. Therefore the catch prohibition remains necessary. 

. -- . -- - --- - - - --

I Director's Off1ee: Mike Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law I Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19/2017 



Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.'IOS requires S9encies to review a rule not later Iran f,... years airer adopting it The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Ru!es already in existence as-0f January :1, 2006, or fur v.mich notice of proposed rule making was 

~----~---------------------, delilreredtol:heSeaetaryof-statebefon:Januaryl.2006; 

• The amendment or repeii! of a rule, but does apply to the aclopti-0,n of new rules; Agencies must review new rules, wtth some exceptions,. within five years of adoption_ 
ORS 183.405. AH:hoogh 1h15 requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going revie."!I of .alt admin:istrative rules ID ensure lt!at 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require pelicdic review of alt rules. 

• Any rule; that are required by a court order or settlement a- a dvB proceeOing,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule b',' reference~ ORS 1&3.405(5',(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved ree changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted lo_ correct error.a or omissions, ORS 1U405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency 0\/ereslimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . . 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date conservation and Recovery Plan for Oregon Steel head Populations in the Middle Columbia River Steelhead 
635-500-6550 Adopted: Distinct Population Segment 

2G10 Comments 
O1\R Link: htti,:[lwww.dfvl.state.or.us/OARs/500.odf 

- -
ogram a on I V1SIOl1; nd C tact Fish Di . . Vin oo son Ke. G d 

--

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5/24/17 

KG 

. 

[ Director's Office: Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the tisral impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 
MH 

-

; 

I 
! 

I 



.. 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183,405 requires agencies to""""" a rule not later tllan five years airer adopting it The 
requirement for revle..v does not apply to: 

-- - --- - - . . . - - -- ... - -- • Rules already in et.istence as of January 1,. 2006, or for w!llch notice of propo;ed rule making was 
delivered to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review ne,n rules, with some exceptions, within five years cf adoptloo. • Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but does applym the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this ra:iu!rement applies only to new rules~ agencies should as a • Any rulesttrat are required by a court mler e< setllement or a cillil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going reYieW of aH administrative rules 1D ensure that • Any rules ilOO!lfing a federal law or rule by rererence, ORS IS3.41i5(5)(b); 
rules remain viable: Agency rules may also require periodic review of al! rules.. • /.ny rules adopted tD implement legisla!ively appro-.,,d fee char>;JeS, ORS 183.'lOS(S)(c); and . ll.rf rules adopted tD correct errars or omissions, ORS 1B3.405{5)(d) . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific fact.ors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below • 
.. - . . . -· - - . ·-. -- - - - . - . -- -- - - - - -- . -- -- ---------. ---- - - - -

Division 500 Rsh Management Plan 
Rule Caption -

OAR: Date Implementing the Lower Columbia River Conservation and Recovery Plan for Oregon Populations of Salmon 
635-500-6575 Adopted: and Steelhead 

I 
2010 Comments 

OAR Link, http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/500.pdf 

-

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Kevin Goodson 
-

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact, Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wil not require changes in the rule. The rule is stiH necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
5/24]17 

KG 

I Director's Office: Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 
- -- - - -- - . --- -- - . -- ------ -- -- --- ---

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials I 
5-30-

I 2017 
MH 

-

. 
I 



Review of New Rules 
Agenoes must review new rules, with some exceptions1 within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new ru!esr agencies stiould as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of al! administrative files to msure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may atso require peoodic review of all rules. 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than live years alter adopting tt. The 
requirement fur review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in alstence as of January lT 2005,. or for whkt! notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the Secretaty of State before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal Df a rule,. but does apply to the adoption of~ rules; 
,. Any ru[es. ttiat are required by a court order or settlement or a dvi! proceeding,. ORS 183-405(4); 
• Any rules ad-Opting a federal law or rule by referena,, ORS l83.405(5)(b); 
, Afrf rules adopted to ~eme<ll le;iislillively approved fee cllanges, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Afr{ rules adopted to correct errors oromissioos, ORS l83.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
~~---~--'--"---'----'--~~---'----~-~--'-----'-'----,-'-------=-----"-'--'----~-'------'---"'--'---=====~~=~~, 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . . 

Summary of Rule 

OAR: Date License Exchanges 

635-001-0055 Adopted: Comments 
2011 OAR Link: http:Jfwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/01.oof 

.. 
I Program andContact: Licensing, Linda Lytle 

- - ~ -

Comment: Review 
1. Yes. Provides clear direction lo staff and customers. Date/ 
2. No. Initials 
3. No. There have been no changes to the law submitted. 5/22/17 
4. Yes. Customers still upgrade and exchange documents. LRL 

. .. - ----,. 

1. Directors Office: Deputy Director, Mike Harringtnn 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary. Date/ 

Initials 
6-9-
2017 
MRH 

.. 

' 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.<105 requires agencies to re1new a rule not later than live years after adopting it. The 
requirement fer review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of .kmuaiy 1,. 2006, orfon\'rnCh nottceof propose::! ru1e making was 
delivered to the Secretary of state before January L 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions,. within five years of adoption. • Toe amendment or repeal of a rule_, but does apply' to the oooption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. AlttmtJJh this requirement applies: only to new ru!e:i:, agencies SlOl.ild as a • Any rules that are required by a c.ourtader or settlement or a civil proceeOng_, ORS 183,405(4); 
practical matter c-0nduct an on-going review of all administrative rules ID ensure that • Any rues adopting a federal law or rule by refereoce, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require perio::li,: review of all rules. • Any rues adopted m implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 18M05(5){c); and 

. . 
• Any rues adopted t:, correct errois or omissions, ORS lll3.405(5)(d) . 

. . . . 
When an agency reviews a new rule under this prov1S10n, the agency must consider four specific factors: 

- - - . - - .. - - -- ---- - -- ---- --- -- --- - --- ----- - - -

1. Has the rule had its intended effi:ct? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f!SCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
• • • •• • • •• •s • • • • • •• ••• • • •• ••• • • • •• • • • • •• • •• 

Division 500 Flsh Management Plan 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Dab! 
635-500·6600 Adopted: 

Implementing the Upper Willamette River Conservation and Recovery Plan for Chinook Salmon and steelhead 
Comments 2011 

OAR Link: htt.i:l[www.dfw.state.or.us[OARs/500.llQf 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Kevin Goodson 
. -

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. 

.. .. . -I Director's Office: Acting Deputy Director, Mike Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intencled effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management 

.. 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
5/Z4/17 

KG 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
5-30-
2017 
MH 



. 

I 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a role not laterlhan f;.re years after adopting it. The Review of New Rules requirementforreviewdoesnotapplyto: 

:c·-----'-----~-'--~-'-----------I • Rulesalreadyin~stEnceaso!Janua,yl, 2006,orforwhichnotk:eofproposedrolemakingwas 

I 

Agencies must revif!iH oew rules, with SCIJII.:: exc:eptioos,. witrnn five years of adopt:iOO.. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only ta 11ew rules, agencies should as a 
practical mattEr [Dflduct an on-going review of au administrative rules to en:rure that 
rules remain viabfe. Agency ru!es may a!:£1 re:::iuire periodic review of all rules. 

clel:ivered to the Sea"etary of state before January 1. 1006; 
• The amendment or repeal d a rufe,. but ooes apply tD ihe adopllon of nen rules; 
• My rules that are re:::j\.lired by a a:mrt order or settlement or a dvi! proceeding.,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a f•deral Jaw or rul• l,/ reference, OR5183.4ll5(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(<); and 
• Any rules adopted to correct errors or omisgons, ORS 1B3.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency O'.'ereStimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

... A YES answer to any of the above questions requi~s an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Lower Columbia River and Oregon Coast White Sturgeon Conservation Plan; Implementing the Lower 
635-500-6625 Adopted: Columbia River.and Oregon Coast White Sturgeon Conservation Plan 

2011 Comments 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw,state.or.us/OARs/500.pdf 

·I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones. 

Comment: Review 
1. Yes, the lower Columbia River and Oregon Coast White Sturgeon Conservation plan has guided, and continues to guide, white Dare/ 

sturgeon conservation and management efforts in the lower Columbia River. Initials 
2. Unknown 
3. Changes to the rule are unneressary at this time, however, several provisions of the rule have yet to be implemented, e.g. status 

updates as desaiba:I in 635-500-6625(4), estabishment of the White Sturgeon Technical Management Team as described in 635-500-
6625(7). 

4. Yes. 
. - ·-· ·- - -· - . I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

- - - - - ---

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal Impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19/2017 



·I Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS183.405requiresagendesto"'1iewarulenotlaterthaniiveyearsafteradoptingitToe requirement for re\•ie.v does not apply to: 
."--------------------------! • Rules already in existence as:of January 1,. 2006, orfurwhfch nOOCeof pioposed rule makfng was 

dellvera:l to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 
" Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; Agenctes roost review new rules., with oome ex:c,epooos.,. vm:hln five years r.:f adopbOn. 

ORS lS.3.405. Although this requimnent applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter rnnduct: an an-,go!ng re\t'i.ew of all administrative rules ta ensure that 
ru!es remain \!Jab!e. AIJerie,t rules may also require periodic review of an rules. 

• Any rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a CMI proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by rerereoce, ORS 183.4-0S(S)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legisfati>ely approved ree dlanges, ORS 183.40S[5)(c}; and 
• Any rules adopt~ to correct errors or Dryiissl':l'lst 9RS _j83AOS(S}(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must cons~r fo_lJr specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Diel the agency overestmate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanatior1 in thea~a provided below . 

. . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR! Date General Regulations; Organization 
635-004--0200 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:/fwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

----

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell . 

Comment Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

---- . . 

' ' ' I 
I 
I 
I 

! 



·1 .. R .. e. view. of New R.ules ~=5~•:.';:.:::~~to=~=" rulenotlarerthanfiveyearsalreradoptingit. The 

r-'~~--~------~--------------I • Rrnes already in exlStenee asof January 1, 2006, er fa-which notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repeaf of a rule, but doe; ,apply to the adoption d new rules; AgendeS must review new ru1es,. W1th some exreptlOns,, Within five years of adopoon. 

ORS 183.405. Although thlS requirement appl1es only to new rutes, agencies sllou!d as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going reviev,, of all administratit.-e rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable.~ rules may also req!Jire pericxlic revre,.,.. of a!! nies. 

• Affl rules that are require:! by a court: order or settlement or a civil proc,aeoi11g, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arr; rules adopting a federal law or rue by reference, ORS IB3.405{5Xb); 
• AfFI rules adcq:Jred to implement legislalivdy approV'ed fee changes, ORS 183.405{5)(c); and 
• AfFI rules adcq:)red to correct errors or omissions, ORS. 183,405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in tlle law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the ru[e continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer t.o any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

- .. - - . . . -- --- - . . . . . 

Division 4 Commercial Rsheries other Than Salmon or Shellf!Sh 

. Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Commercial Rsheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish; Licensing Requirements 

635-004-0205 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Lint: htti,:[lwww .dfw.state.or.us[OARs[04.i,df 

-

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buel 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 
- -

Comment: - Review 
Date/ 

[nitials 

i 
I 

' I 
I 
' I 
!_ 

- . . . . . i 



. 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule oot later than ftve yeais after adopting tt. The 
requirement fur review does oot apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rute making was 
delivered tu the Secreta!y of State bef<n January t. 2006; 

Ageocies must revlew nev,1 rules, wittl some excepOOrts:~ v.it!11n five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, bot does apply to itie adoption of new roles; 
ORS 183.405. Altllough this requirement app!i€s only to new rules, agencies should as a • Any ru!es that are required by a court order or settlement or a dvif proceemng~ ORS 183.405{4); 
pradical matter conduct an on-going review of all administrative rules to ensure Hlat • Any ru!es adapting a federal law or rule by reference~ ORS 18.3.405(S)(h); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic rev1ew of all rules, • Acy ruies adopted to implerrent legislatively approved fee manges, ORS 183.405{5)[c); and 

. • Arr,_ rules adopted to correct.errors or ~ons, ORS.1S3.405(SXd) . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2 Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

AYES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in thea~provided below •. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date 
Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish; Authority of Enforcement in Fishery Conservation Zone 

and Exdusive Economic Zone 635-004-0210 Adopted: 
Comments 2012 

OAR Link; htto:(lwww.df,v.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

. 

I Pmgram and Contact: F"ISh Division; Troy Buell 

Comment: Review 
Date{ 

Initials 

Director's Off1<:e: 
. 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Cnitials 

. 



I 

ReVl·ew of New Rules ORS 183.4-05 requ,esagenciesto review a rule notialerthan fiveyearaafter adopting it The 
requirement for review does not apply to; 

---'--'~-~-----------~~--~-------, • Rules already in exislmce as of Janua~ 1, 2006-1 or for whim notice of proposed rule ma'°1,g was 
delivered tn the secretary of state llefbre January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but dCES apply to the adoption ofne-N rules; Agenci€s mus!: l'a1e\V new rulesr with some exceptions, within five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Although !his reqllirement appliesooly to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical rnaner- conduct an oo-goil"'i] review of an administrative nJes 1D ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules ffiai al.so require periodiC revieiN of all mies. 

• Arr,i rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a r:MI pro:eeding, ORS 1&3.405(4); 
• ArrJ rules adopting a federal law or rule t,y reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Arr; rules adopte:l to implemem legislatively apprO\led fee changes, ORS 183.405(5){c); and 
• Arr/ rules adol)ta:l to correct errors or orris5ions, ORS_ 183.4-0S(S)(<l). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f,srai impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation ill the area provided below • 

.. . . .. 

Division 4 C.ommercia I Rsheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Groundfish Section; Organization of Rules 
635-004-0270 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:/lwww.dfw.sl:ate.or .usfOARsfD4.pdf 

. . . - .. . . . . ... -
Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buel 

. . . 

Comment: Review 
D-/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 
. . . .. .. .. 

comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - . - - . 

' 

. 

' 



.. 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies 1ll review a rule ootlalfr than five years after adopting it The 
requirement for reJ1 ew does not appiy to: 
• Rules atready tn exiS!Ence as of January lr 2006, or for whlm notice of proposed rule making was 
deivered to the Secretary af ~ before January L 2006; 

Agendes must raiie.v new rules, with some e:ceptlons, wlthln rive years of adoplion. • The amenctrnert or repee{ of a rule, bul does apply to the adopoon of new rules; 
ORS 183,405, Although trns requirement applies only to new rules; agencies should as: a • ~ rules that are raquirec! tr; a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding, ORS 183-405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going reviev/ of all admtrlistratl:ve rules. to ensure that • A"f rules adopting a federal law or rule by rererence, ORS IS3.405(5Xb); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of al! rules.. • A"f rulesadop!E(l to implement legislatively approved fee changes, OR.5 183.'105(5Xc); and 

• Arr; rul~ adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5J(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specif-.C factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 

3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? ! 

' 

I . A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . . 

Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Groundfish Section; Scope, Inclusion and Modrfications cl Rules 
635-004-0275 Adopred: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:l/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.odf 

. - . --- - - - -- - - -- - --- -· - --- ----- ----- ... ---- - ------ - - - - - - - --- - - - - ---- -- ---- -

Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 
-

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - . . . ... .. - . .. . -· - - - . . ·-·- - ... - -- -- - ·-·· . -
Director's Office: 

.. - .. - ---- --

C.Omment Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . . 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re.<iew a rule not later than f!Ve years after aoop!lng it The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Ru!es already in existence as crf January lz 2006., or for which notice ot propcsed rute making \.vas 
-Oe&vere-:1 to the Sec::retary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must revierN new rules; with some exception5i within five years of adoption. • The amendment or ~a! of a rule,. but does apply to tile adoption of new rules; 
OPS 183.405. Althnugh this requ1rement applies only to new rules, agenctes shoold as ,a • Arr'{ rules that are requfred by a court order or settlement or a 00 proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter rnnduct an on-go1119 renew uf all administratlve rules to enru-e that • Arr{ rules adopting a federal law or rule t,,; reference, ORS 183.4'15(5)(b]; 
rules remain viable. A!JeocJ/ rules may also require periodic review of all rules. • Arr( rules adopted ID implement leg'islatiVely approved fee changesr ORS 183.405(5)(c}; and 
. . . • Any rules adopted to ccrrect em= or orrrissions, OllS lll3.4llS(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption -

OAR: Dab! Trawl and Fixed Gear Groundfish Fisheries; Fisheries Defined 
635-004-0285 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:/fwww.dfw.state.or.us10ARs/04.pdf 

' 
- .. - .. - - - - . .. ·---I Program and COnlact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 

Comment: Review 
Datef 

Initials 

. 

Director's Office: 
-

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . 

--·-··7-

·, 

I 
i 



1--
R_ _e_ -_V_ - i_e ___ w __ - _O_ - - f N_ e_w_ -- _R_ u_ I_ e_ s ~:,i::.-:s r:~~~::::1~'t':." rule not later than live years after adopting it. The 

___________________________ , • Rules aEread'f In existence as of January 1, 2006, or for whim notice of proposed ru!.e making was. 
delivered to the 5ecrelary c, State belbre January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal or a rule,. but does app!y to the adoption of new rules; Agencies must review new rules,. with some exceptions,. wttnin five years: of adoption. 

ORS 183,405, Although this reqUirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
pract.iral matter conduct an on-going review of all admtnistratiVe rules to ensure that 
rules remain Viable. Agency rules may a!so reqUire periC<liC review of all rules. 

• Aro/ rules that are required by a court orde- or settlement or a civil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adoptiflg a fedeol law or rule t,y reference, ORS 183.'105(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopred 1D implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 1.B3. 405(5)(c); and 
• Arr, rules adcpted 1D OJlTed e,rors or omissions, ORS 183,4-0S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

AYES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Olher Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date 
Black, Blue Rockfish and Nearshore Fishery; Requirement for Black Rockfish/ Blue Rod<fish/ Nearshore Rshery 

635-oo-H)300 Adopted: 
Permit 

2012 comments 
OAR Link: htto:!/www .dfw.state.or.us/OARs!04 .pdf 

-
ram a ; MSlon; nd Contact Fish o· · · 11 roy Buell 

Comment: Review 
Dam/ 

Initials 

-- --

Director's Office; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

I 



I Review of New Rules 
AgeOOes: must revle.v new rules., with some exceptions, within five years of adoption, 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies ontyto nevir ruies, agendes should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of a!! admimstrative rules t-0 ensure 1hat •. 
rules ranain viable. AQer£Y rules may also requlre periodtc review of all rules. 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re;;ew a rule not later than five years after adopting it The 
requiremert for review does not appfy to: 
• Rules already in e>istence as of January 1, 200&, orforvmich notice of proposed rule making was 
deliVered to lhe SEcretary of state before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or re pea! of a rule, but does apply to the adoption Of new rules; 
• Art'f rules th.at are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arr'f rules adopting a federal law or rule by refereoce, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Arr'{ rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 1.83.405(5Xc); and 
• Arr{ rules adopted to OJITed: errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)( d). _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal Impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Olher Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Black, Blue Rod<fish and Neat-shore Fishery; Permit Fee 
635-004-0305 Adopted: Comments 

2012 01\R Link: http:/fwww.df,y.state.or.us{OI\Rs{04.pdf 

. - .. . . ... -- ---- .. ... .. 
. . . . I Program and Contact: Fish DMS1on, Troy Buell 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. .. . . ..... 

Director's Office: 
. - . -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. .. 

I 



-- ... 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to revie# a rule not later tl!an five years after adopting IT:, The 
requiremait for review does not apply to: . Rules already in existence as of Januaiy 1, 2006, or for whim notice of proposed ru[e making was 
delivered. to the secretary of state befcre January 1. 2006; 

Ageocies must review new ruies,, wit.h some exceptions~ within five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to ihe adoption of new nr!e.s; 
OR.5 183.405. Although thcs requirement applies only to neu n!tes, agencies shoukl as a • Any ru!es that are required by a court order or settlement or a dvif proceeding., ORS 183.405{4); 
practical matter condoct an on-going re'liiew of all administrative rules to ensure ttlat • Arr; ru"'5 adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5){t,); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require perioo!c review of all rules. • Arr; ru,as adopred to implement legislatively a!)pfoved fee dianges, ORS 183.405(S)(c); and 

. . • Arr; rules acopted to correct errors or crnis,;ions, ORS 183.405(5Xd) . 
.. . . 

-When an agency revtews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f15eal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. . . -
Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 

Rule Caption 
OAR! Date Eligibiity Requirements for a Permit 

635--004-0310 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Unlc htto:f/www.dfw.state.or.us{OARsf04.Ddf 

- - -- - --- - - -- - - - - - -- - . --- -· -

- . . . I Program and Contact: Fish DMston; Troy Buell 
- ---- - - --- - - - ----- . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ ' 

Initials 

. 

Director's Office: 
. - -· - . . . ... -- ----

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-



I 

I f I 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re-<iew a rule not lala' lhan five years al!Er adopting it. The Review O New Ru es requirement for revlewrloesnotapptrto: 

~·-··· _ ... _ .. _ .. _._ .. _. _. __ . _. _ .. _. _. _ ... _._. _._ .. __________ , • Rules already in --.re as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 
deliverad to the secretary of Slate before January L 2!l06; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new ruies; Agencies must !"e'>Ae\\! new rules, with some exceptions,. within five years of adoptiOn. 

ORS 183.405. Alhough this ra:iUirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an orrgomg revieW or arr administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agenq rules may also ra:iuire periodic revia.v of all rules. 

• Any ruEes tt!at are required by a rnurt order or settlement or a civil pro:eeding, ORS 183-405(4}; 
• An, rules adopting a federal law or rule by rer\3ence, ORS 183,4DS(S)(b); . 
• An, rules adoplh:l to ,mplement!egislativ,ly apprm,Ed fee changes, ORS 183.405(5Xc); and 
• AI!, ru:es ~ ~o ~rr~ err~ or Of!!l~i;in~ 0~ 183_.~)(c!). _ _ _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four s~fic factors:_ . 
l. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in_ the area provided below~ 

Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Review of Denials -
635-004-0315 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:f/ww,i.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

-·· . . . - - - - -- - - --- --- - - --

Pmgram and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 

Comment: Review 
Dab=/ 

. Initials 

- ----

Director's Office: 
-- - - -- .. - ---- - - - -- -- ----- - - - - - - -- - -- - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



.. 

!Review of .New Rules 
ORS 183.405 r~res agencies ro review a rule not laler than five years after adopting it The 
requirement for re.tiew does not apply to: 
• Rules a1ready in existence as of Januar, 1r 2006r or for wllid1 notice of proposed ru!e making was 
delivered to the Secretary af Stare before January L 2006; 

Agmdes must review new rules, with some exceptions, within five years of adoplJoo. • The amendment or repeal of a ruleF tut does apply to the adopoon of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Atthough this requrrement app!les only to new rules; agencies should as a • Any n.Jies. that are reqtrlred by a court order or settlement or a civil pnx:eeding, O~ 183-405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review' or all admini;trative rufes 1D ensure that • Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by referena,, ORS 1S3.405(5J(b); 
rules remain '<nable. Agency rules may aiso reQUire periodic review of al! rules. • My rules adoD!Ed to im,:lement legislatively approve<l fee changes, ORS llf.l.'l05(5)(c); and . kfv rules adopted to cooed: errors or omissions, ORS lZ3.405{5J{d) . 

. . . . .. . . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four spedf"ic factors: 
- -- ~ . . 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I .. AYES anSY,1erto any of the above questions requires an explanation inthe area provided below • 

.. . . 

Division4 Cornmercia I Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Renewal of Peimlt 
635-004-0320 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:/Jwww.dfw.state.or.us/0ARsl04.pdf . 

. -- -- -- - - -- --- ----

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 
. . . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. - . . .. . . 

Director's Office: 
---- . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. 



l ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re,,;ew a nile not later than five years after adopting it. The Review of New Rules re,quirementforrevie,vdoesnotapplyto: 
,_-----_--_______ - _______________________ -_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-__________ 

1 
• Rules already In existence as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule ma~ng was 

Agendes must reYiew new rules,. with some exceptions,. wi1:tlin five years cr adc,ptian. 
ORS 183.405. Although lhiS requirement applies only to new rules, agencies stiourd as a 
practical matter coroKt an on-going review of all administrative ml.es to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agef1C/ rules may afso require periodic review of ali rules, 

deliV<re'.l 1D !he Secreta,y of SGIE before Janua,y L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a ru!e, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
• Any rules tt'lat are required by a court order or settlement or a dvi! proceediflQ.- ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a IE<leral law or rule by reference, ORS lll3.405(5)(t>); 
• Any rules adopted lo Implement legislatively approved ree changes, OR5183.405{5){c); and 
• Any rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, OR51B3.405(5)(<1). _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific facto_rs: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES ans\Ver toa11y of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

--- - --

Division4 Commercial fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Lottery for Limited Entry Black Rockfish/Blue Rockfish/Nearshore Fishery Permits 
635-004--0325 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:f!www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

- --- -- - 1 - ------- - -- - -- - - - - --- . --
I_ Program and Contact: Fish_ Division; Troy Buell 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

' -
Director's Office: 

-- - - - -· - -- - - . ------ - ------ --- ----- -- --- - ----------- ------------- --- ---- --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - - - ---- -

' ' ' i 
I 

I 



•1 f I ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not larerthim five years after ad~ it. The • _Review O New Ru es requirementforreviewdoesnotapplyto: 
r--'-=-"'-'=--'-'-C-CC'------'-'-'-~-~-'--'----'---'----'---'-I • Rules alreadyi11 e.-:istence as.of January 1, 2006., or for which notice of pro~ rule making was 

delivered to tt1e Secrerary of state bemre January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repe~ ofa rule,. but does apply to the adoption of~ rules; Agencies must revlevl new rules, wi:th some exceptions,. within five years of aooptlon. 

ORS 183.405. Although this r€Qlllrement awl!e; only to new rutes,. agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an oo-going review or- au administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain vlable. .Agency rules may also require periodic reView of all rules. 

• AT¥/ rules that are required by a rourt order or settlement or a dvl proceeding,. ORS 183.405{4); 
• AfP/ rules adopting a federal law or rul• by reference, OR51B3.405(5)(b); 
• AfP/ rules adopted to ifll!)lement legislalively aPPf!>l'l'(I fee manges, ORS 183.405(S)(c); afld 
• AfP1 rules adO!)Oed to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, t_he agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule oontinue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. - . .. . . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Dam Transferability of Perrnil:5 
635-004-0330 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:ljwww.dfw.state_or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

.. -- -- .. 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 
. . ... -- -· . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 
. - - - --- - - - - --- --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- ..... 



I 

I 

Review of New Rules 
Agencies must rfMel.v new ru!es1 with some exceptions, within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. AlttVJugb this requirement applies ooly to neN rules, agencies should as a 
jYSCl:ical matter conduct an on-going review a a!! ad!"rnnistratiVe rules to ensure 1hat 
rules remain vial:'e. Agency mies may also require periOOic review of all rules. 

ORS 133.405 requires agencies ro review a rule not later than iive years after adoptifl!l it The 
requirement for revie'N does. not appty to: 
• Rules already In e>istEnce:as of January 1, 2006, orforM'IDi notice of proposed rule making \.\'as 
delivered to1he Secrmryof >tare befc<eJanuary L 2006; 
• The amendment or rei:eal of a rule, but does ar,rAy to the adoption of new rules; 
• Afr./ rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a dvi proceeding~ ORS 183.405(4); 
• Mt rules adopting a federal law or rule 11>' reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b]; 
• Arrt rules aooplHJ to Implement legislative!; approved fee changes, ORS lB3.40S(SXc); and 
•. Mt rules adopted to COJrect errors or omissions,ORS 133.405(5)( d).. . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

. AYES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided be:h>\v. 
-

DMsion4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Logbook Required 

635--004-0335 ' Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link; htto:(fwww.dfw.state.or.us[OARs[O<l .pelf 

. - .. - - - -- -- - - . -- - ---· ----- ---- ---

Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 
... .. - . - . -· 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . - .. 

Directors Office: 
- - - -- - ------ --- --- - -- - ------ - - -- - - - ----- - - - - - - - - - - - - . . . . .. - - - -- - - - -- - ----- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

I 
I 
I 

- . - - . - ..... i 



Review of New Rules 
Agencies must review new rules,. with some excepoons, wn:hin five years of adoption, 
ORS 183.405. A!though this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies: should as a 
practical matter mnduct an on-going review of an administ@tive rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. At;Jeoc:/ rules may a&; require periodic review of all n.Jes. 

ORS 183.405 fe<!Uires agencies to """"""a rule not later than frve years after adopting It The 
reqlirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules alread.r in existence as of January 1, 2006-, or1orv..t'!ich notice of proposed rule making v,ras 

delivered to 1he Secrerary d state before Jantay 1. 2006; 
• Toe ameodment or repeal of .a rule, but does am to the adoption of new rules; 
• Arri rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding~ ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arr, rules ado;,ting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 1S3.405(5)(b); 
• Arr, rules adopted to Implement lajsla!Ne[y approved fee changes, ORS 1.B3,405[5Xc); and 
• Mf rules adopted to rnrred: error.; or omissions, ORS 183.405(5]( o). 

'lth~i!ll~_gency_ reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors:_ ... 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below .. 

. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Dab! Harvest Guidelines and Landing Gaps 
635-004-0350 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:{fwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

. 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 
. 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

J 



I 

I 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agendes tD review a rule oot later than live years after adopting rt The 
requirement for review does oot apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of January 1,. 2.005, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 

~--------------------------, delivered to!he Secretary of State llelbn! January L 2006; 

• The amendment or reJ)'=al of a rule, but does apply to the adoptiOn of new ru!es; Agencies must re\'iew ne.., rules, with some exceptlonsF withifl five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement~ only to nein rule;, agend!:s should as a 
practical matter rnnduct an on--gOing re\'Je\H of all administrative ruies to ellSUre that 
rules rarein viable. Agency rules may also TEQUire: p:riodic review of a!! rules. 

• My rules that.are reciuired l::J'; a court order or settlement or a ci'!lil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• My rules ado!)ting a federal law or rule tr,, reference, ORS 183.'IOS(S){b); 
• My rues adopted to implement legis!afirely approved fee changes, ORS 183.-IOS(S)(c); and 
• My rues adopted to cooed: em,r.; or omissions, ORS183AOS(5)(d) .. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific fact.ors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2.. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's flSCill impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

.. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Trip limits 
635-004-0355 Adopted: Commenls 

2012 OAR link: http:flwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.odf 

- - . - - -- ----- -- - - - --- -- -- -- -- - - - - -- ----- .. - - -- - - - --- - ---- -- ----- ------ - - - - - ----- --- - - - -- -

Program and Gmract: F"ISh Division; Troy Buell 
.. .. .. -· 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

.. ... - ... - - - --· 

Director's Office: 
------------ ----- -- ---- -- --- - --- -- - . ·- -- . - -- - - - - - - - - - . . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . . 



I f I 
ORS 183. 405 requires agencies to review a rule not later Iran five years alb,- adopting it. The 

. Review O New Ru es requirementforre>iewdoesnot,wlyto: 
-~~~-----------~=~=-=~-~~-~~, • Rules already in etistence asdJanuary 1, 2006, or for which notice of prop;:ised rule making v,as 

dellvered to tl7e Secrerary of srate before January 1. 2006; 
Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions, within fi....e years cl adoption. • The amendment or repeal of .i rule, bt.d: does apply to the adopl:ion of Oe'lN rules; 
ORS 183.405. A11tlo!.1Jh this requirement applieS only to new rules, agencies shoukra:s a • Any rules that are required by a court crder or settlement or a civl _pmr.eed!ng., ORS 183.405{4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of an adminlstriltive rules to ensure that • AA., rules adopljrig a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain vlable. Agarf ruH::s may also reQUire pertodiC re\fieW of all rules. • Any ru!ES adopted to implement legis!al:ively approved fee dlanges, ORS 183.405(5XcJ; and 

_ _ _ _ • M'frul_~adopted~correctarorsoromisslons,.0~~83.405(5}(d). _ _ __ 

When an agency reviews a new rule undea- this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
- - -

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I _ A YESanswer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
-- - . . . . -- . . . . . . . -- . - -- ----- ---

-

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR! Date Coastal Pelagic and Smelt Species Section - Organization of Rules 
635-004-0370 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:llwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

--- .. - - - --- . - - - - - - --- - ----

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- -

Director's Office: 
-- --- - -- --- --- - - -
Comment: Review - D;m,f 

Initials 

--- - . - - - - - - - -

--

' ' 



I Review_of _New Rules 
Agencies must reviav new rules, witll some exceptions, within five years of adoptioo. 
ORS 183.405 . .Although this requirement applies only to rteN rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of al! admiflistratlve rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Ageocy rules mc!'j al9:) require periodi:c re-1iew of- all rules.. 

ORS 183.405 ffi:llires age.ndes to reAew a rule not later thar1 five years after adopting it. The 
requirement for rel.lie\\' does not apply to: 
• Rules already in -existence as of Janua:y 1,, 2006,. or for which ootice of proposed rule making was 
<lellvered tD the Secretary M state before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a ru!e, but does apply to the adopt:Joo of new n.Rs; 
• M'f rules that .are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• /lrrf rules adopting a federal law or rule t,y referenre, ORS l83.405(5)(b); 
• My rues adopted tr, implement legisa!ively approved fee cha~ ORS 1B3.405(5)(c); and 

_ • _MY rues adopted tr, rorrect errors orornssions, ORS lfl3.'IUS(5)(d). _ 

Vihen_an _agency reviews_ a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factDrs: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or undeiestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

_ A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

- - - - . -
Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Scope, fnclusian ancl Modifications of Rules . -

635-004-0375 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: h!;!J;!:l£www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.ggf 

-
- - --- - -

Program ancl Contact: Fish Division; 
- . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 
----

Comment: . Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- .. ... -



. 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires aga,des to review a rule not later than five years alter adopting it The 
requirement for rel.'iew does not apply to-: 
• Rules already in existence as of January 1,. 2006,. er fer which notice of proposed rule making was 

~--------------------------, deliver,d to llleSecretaryofSt;te beforeJanua,y 1. 2006; 

• TIie arneru:!ment: or repeal of a ru!e, but does appty to the ;adoptlon of new rufes; Agencies must review nevv rules, with ~me exceptions, within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Altllou!Jh this requirement applies on[y tD new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of all adrniflistratr,;e rules to enrure tllat 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require peliodic review ct all rules.. 

• Arry rules ttlat are required by a court order" or sett!emef}t ma civil procee:llng. ORS 183-405(4); 
• MY rules adopting a federal law or rule by reterenre, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• MY rules adOl)lEd tr, implement legisalively approved fee dlanges, ORS 183,405(5)(c}; and 

_ .. • Any rues adopted tr, a,r,e:t errors orornsslons, ORSl83.405{5)(d). 

___ Viilen_ c1n ilg~l"IC)'_re_vi~ a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specif'ic factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below • 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Sardine Fishery - Rshery Defined 
' 635-004-0380 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: h!;!;Q:[Lwww.drw.state.or.us/OARs/04.ggf 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
.... 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-- ..... .. 

DirectDr's Office: 
.. ... 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

... - - . -



Rev.I ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 re,iuires agencies tD re,;ew a rule not lat€r than five years after adopting it The 
requirement for revie¼' does not apply to: 
• Rues alreadr in existence as of January 11 2006, orforv.ihich notice fX" proposed rule making was 

~--------------------------• delivered ro the Secretary of State before.January 1. 2006; 
Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions, 1<\lithin five years of adoption. • Tne amendment or re pea! cf a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. A!though this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a • Af'ff rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter mnouct an an-going review of al adm[llistratiVe rules ta ensure that • Arr'{ rules ~ting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS !83.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Jq,;JCy ruie; may also "'{luine periodic review of an rules. • Arr'{ rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

_ _ _ _ _ • _Arr'{ rules adopted to a,rrect _errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5) ( <I). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires anexplanation in the area provided below. 

I 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Requirement for Sardine Permit 
635-004-Q385 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:f/www.dfw.state.or.us/OJ\Rs/04.pdf 
. 

- - - ---- - -- ----- -- -- - -- - --- - -- . - - - -

I Program and Contact: fish Division; 
- - ---- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . -··- . ··- -
I Director's Office: 
. . - ... - - - -- - --- --- - ---- - -- ---- - - - - -- -- --- - -- -- - ----- ---- -- ---- -- - - - - -- ----

comment: Review 
D;m,f 

Initials 

---- - - - ·- - - ----



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later tllan live years after adopting It. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules aiready in existence as of January 1, 2006, or for whim notice of proposed rule making was 

~--------------------------, delivered to the Secretary of Stat2 before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review nev.' rules,. with some exceptions, within five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does .apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS IBJ.405. Atthough this requirement applies only to nei.v rules,. agencies should as a • Any rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a cM1 proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
[Xi!diral matter conduct an on-gorng review" of al! admin1strative rules to ensure that • Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require penodic review of all rules. • Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee manges, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

_ _ .. Any_ ~les ~o~d to ~orred; eJTC!'? or _OfT!iss~-~ ~~~~(5)(~'. __ _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specifk factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

__ A YES answer to a11y of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or SheBfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Cate Pennit Fee 
635-004-0390 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

- --- - - - - ---- - ------ -- -- --- - ---- - -- - - - -
I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

-- - - - --- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-- - - - - - -
Directcr's Office: 
- ----- - - - - - -- - - --- -- - -- - -- - - -- - -- ----- - - ------- - - - -- -- - - - ---- ------- -- -- - - --------

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - - --- . . . - - - -- --- -



I Review of New Rules 
Agencies. must revie..v new rules, with same exceptions, within five years cl adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement apples only to new rules, agencies slloold as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of all administrative rules tu en&Jre 'that 
rules remain viable. 1-vJency rules may also require periodic review of all ru!es~ 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than fwe years after adopting i:. The 
requirement for re-vie\\' does not apply to: 
• Rules already in e)Jstence as of January 1,. 2006,. or for which notice of proposed rule makmg was 
d eUvered to the Secretary of state before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule~ but does app!y to the adoption of new rules; 
• kry rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a cMI proa,edng, ORS 183.405(4); 
• kry rules adopnr,g a federal law or rule by rererence, ORS 183.4-0S(S)(b); 
• kry rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c}; arn:l 
• kry rules adopted to correct emirs oronissions, ORS 183A05{5J(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do sub5€{j1Jent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

__ A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below, 

- . 

DivisiQ0 4 Commercial F15heries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Elig ibifily Requirements for a Permit -

635-004-0395 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: http:l/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

-
I Program and Contact:_ Fish Division; _ 

comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . - ... ... ·- ... -··· .... -
Director's Office: 

.. .. ------ - --- -- ... 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 
Initials 



•I Revie,w of New Rules ~=S~•=:~~.to~ie:: rulenotlaterthanfiveyearsafl'eradoptingit. The 

~--------------------------I • Rules already in ex!stence as of January 1, 2006, oc fer which notice of proposed rule making was 

I 

de,ivere:I to the 5ecretary of State before January 1, ZOOS; 
• The amendment or repeal ofa rllie, but does ,appty to the adoplfon of l"\eli\* rules; Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions,, Within five years of a~n. 

ORS 183.405. Although th!S requirement applies only to new rules, agencies stiou!d as a 
practical matter conduct an or)-90ing revie.Y d a!! administrative rules to ensure that 
ruies remain viable. ArJency rules may also require pericdic renew of a!I rt.Jes. 

• Arr; rules that are required by a court on:fer or settlement or a dvi1 procee<lirq. ORS 163.405(4); 
• Arr; rules adoptmg a federal law or rue by reference, ORS 1fil.405(5Xb); 
• Aft, rules adq,red to implement legislativdy approve:! fee changes, OPS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Aft, rules adq,red to cOITEct errors or ornisskms, ORS 183.405[5}[d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
., - -- - , ,, , -· 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES ar1Swerto any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

. , ,, , , . 

Division 4 Commercial Rsheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Review of Denials 
635-004-0400 Adopted, Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:ljwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs(D4.pdf 

- , ,_ - -- --- ... - - --- . 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
, ,_ 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office; 
-------- - -- -- --- - -- - - --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
. 

I 

, 



I 

Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.4-05 requiresagendesro review a rule not!are,-lhan five years after adopting it. The 
requirement for revie\v does not apply to: 

~--------____ __ _________________ , • Rules already in e>:islmce as of January 1, 2006; or for which notice of proposed rule making was 
delwered to the Secretary at state before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but dces apply to the adoption of ne-N rules; Agencies must re,,,iew new rules, with some exceptions, within five years of adoption... 

ORS 183.405. Athough this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matte" conduct an on-going review of arr administrative rules tD ensure that 
rules remain viable . .Agency rules may also require periodic review of all rules. 

• Any rutes tllat are requtred by a rnurt crder or settlement or a cMI proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405{5)(b); 
• kr; rules adopte:I to implement legislatively apprO\!ed fee changes, ORS lll3.405(5)(c); and 

_ • kt, rules adopted to correct errors or omissions,_ORS 183.4-0S(S)(d). · 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule ocntinue to be necessaiy? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. _ 

- -- -- -

Division 4 Commercial Rsheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Renewa I of Perm it 
635-004-0405 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:(lwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/M.odf 

- - --- - - - -- - - -

Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- ---

Director's Office: 
- - - - . - - -- - . .. - - - - - - --- - - - -- - .. 

- i 
' 

comment: Review_ 
Date{ 

Initials 

' 

- --
I, 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 re::iuires agencies ID rev1ew a rule not later 1han five years after a(iopljny it. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existEnce as of January 1, 2006, or fur v«11d1 notice of proposed rule maklng \\'aS 
delivered toihe Sea"etary rr state before January 1. 2006; 

I 

. 

• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to tt'le adoption of rte'w' rules; Agencies must revie\v new rules, with some exceptiOns,. Wltfllfi five years af adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requlrernent applies ooly 1D new rules, agencies si1ould as a 
practical matter r.onduct an on--goi ng review of au .administrative ru!es to enStl re 1hat 
rules remain viable. Agere; rules may a!so requtre periodic revte,,, of all rules. 

• Any rules that are ~uired by a murt order or settlement or a ciV11 proceeding# ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arri rules aoopting a federal law or rule by ref.,.nce, ORS 163.405(5)(b); 
• Arri rules adopted to implement legislativ€1y approved fee changes, ORS 1.ll3.405(5Xc); anc! 
• Arrt rules adopted to oorred errors or omissions, ORS 183.405{5)( d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
... 

1. Has the rule had it5 intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary;> 

.. 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below • . 
. . . 

Division 4 C.Ommercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Lottery for Limited Entry Sardine Permits 
635-004-0410 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:f/www.dfw.state.or.us[OARs/04.pdf 

. . . .. 

I Program and Contact: FishDivlsion; 

Comment: 

I Director's Office: 

Comment: 

Review 
Dare/ 

Initials 

Review 
!)-/ 

Initials 

; 



I 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later th:an five years after adopting it. The 
requirement for revie_w does not apply to: I Review of r-Jew Rules 
• Rules already in existence as of Janua;y 1,. 2006r or for whicti noti..:e of proposed ru!e making was 

~--------------------------, delivered to the S1;Cl'Et3ry of StatE before January 1. 2006; 

• The amendment or repeal of a rute; but does apply to the adoption N new rufes; Agencies must review new MES,. with some exceptions, within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although ttns requirement applies only to new rules,. agencies should as a 
practir.al matter conduct: an on~ing review of all administrame rotes to ensure that 
ruies remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of al! ru!es. 

• AA'/ rules that are requred by a court order or settlement or a cMl proceeding, ORS 183.405[4); 
• AA'/ rules adopting a fe:leral law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• IV:ry rules adopted ID implement iegislativi,ly approved ree manges, ORS 183AOS(5Xc); ard 
• IV:ry rules adopted ID correct emJJS or omissions, ORS_ 163.405(5)(d). . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change iri the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue tn be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. -- . - - . - .. - - - - - . - - . . .. . - . --

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Transferability of Pennits 
635-004-0415 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/DARs/04.pdf 

. . . .. . .. - .. -- . - - -- - . . 

1. Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . 

Director's Office: 
. .. . . . . - - - . .. .. . .. .. - -- . -- - - . -- - . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

~~.______________ 

I 

I 

. 

. 



I Review of New Rules 
Agencies must revi&V new rules,. witll some exceptions,. wtthin five years a! adoptiOn. 
ORS 183.405. Although thls requirement applies only to nev.- Mes:., ageocies. should as a 
pract:lcal matter conduct an-011-g-oing review of aH administrative rules to ensure tllat 
ru!es remain viable. At;Jerq rules. may also ~utre perioric review of all rules. 

ORS 183.405 req<Jires agencies tx, re,iew a rule not later than five years after adopting it The 
requirement for rev!e.•; does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as: of January 1,. 2006, or for whim notice of proposed rue maklng was: 
dellvera::i to the Secret3ry cf State before January' 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does. apply to the adoption of new rules; 
• Any rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a dvll proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by rererence, ORS 183.405(5)(bJ; 
• Any rules adopted ID implernert legislatively approved fee changes, ORS LB3.405(5)(,); aod 
• Any rules adopt,,d ID mrred: errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(d). . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the a_gency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule7 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continueto be necessaiy? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Logbook Required 
635-004-0420 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Unk: http:ljwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

... 

I Program. and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

lnitials 

! 

I 
1 



•1 Rev. iew of. New R. ules =:::s~=·::i::~=~,arulenotlaterthanfMeyearsaft:era<lop!ingit. The 
~--------------------------• • Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006,. or for 'Which notice of proposed rute making was 

delivered to the secretary of Sttte t::erore January 1. 2006; 
Agencies must revlew new rules, with some exceptions,. within five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does apply to the adoption of oo.v rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this reQuirement apples only to new rules,. agenci€s should as a • Afff rules that are ra::iuired by a murt crner (I'" settlement or a cM! proceeding, ORS 183.405{4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of al administrative rules to ensure that • Arrt rules adopting a fOOera! law or rule by reference, ORS 1B3AOS(S}(b}; 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of all ru!es. • Afff rules adopted to implement legislatwely approved fee changes~ OPS 183.405{5)(c); and 

. • Afrf rules adopted lo correct errors or omissions, OR5.183.405(5){d). 

. . . . Yll'len an a.gency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four Sl)e<:.ific: factors: 
1. Has the rule had il5 intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underesti!Tlilte the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 4 Commercial Rsheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption -

OAR: Date Inland Waters Herring Fishery - Fishery Defined 
635-004-0445 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: htt1,:l1www.dfw.state.or.us[OARs/04.ll!!( 
-

-
- - - -

I Program and Contact: fish Division; 
- - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

...... -· . ·-· 

Director's Office: 
---- -- --- - - - - - - - - - ---- - . --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
I , 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not rater than live years after adopting it Toe 
requirement fur review does not apply ID: -
• R\.Jles a!reacty In existence as of January 1; 2006.- or for which notice of proposed ru!e maKITTQ was 
-Oelr.tered to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules,. with some e'XO:ptions, within five years rff adoptton. • The amendment or ~ of a rule, oot does apply 1D the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies on~ to new rules~ agencies should as a • kry rules ttiat are required O's' a murt order or setilement or a cMI proceeding, ORS 183.4()5(4); 
practical matter ronduct an on-going~ of al! administrative rules to ensure that • AAy rules -piing a rederal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5){b); 
rules r€main viable. Agency rules may illso require periodic review of al! rules. • AAy rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.'lOS(S)(c); and 

• My rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS IB3.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
- ---

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

. . 
A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

.. . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish l Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Yaquina Bay Roe-Herting Ashery- Rshery Defined l 

l 
635-004-0455 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

. -
I Program and Contact: fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. _ __._ -- -----. . 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies ID review a rule not lat.er than five years after adopting It The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of lanual'"{ 1; 2006; or for which notice of proposa:l rule making was 
deivered to ttie secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules~ witl'l some exceptions, within fute years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule,. but doe; apply to the adoption of r;ew rules; 
ORS 183-405. Although this requirement applies only to nev, rules,. agencies should as a • Any rules that are required by a court order or settlemert or a civif proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
pr.actfGI matter conduct an on-going renew of all administrative rules to ensure that • Arr; rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.'105(5Xb); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may aiSO require periodic review of all rules. • Arr; rules adopta:I to imt,;t!,.,,t leglslauvely approved fEe changes, ORS 183.'105(5}(c); and 

• Arr; rules adople<I to correct errors or omissions, ORS_ 183.405(5)(0). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specif"ic factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
- . - - . . - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -- - -- . - -- - - - - . -- - - ., -- . - -

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish ' ·. 

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Requirement for Yaquina Bay Roe - Herring Permit 

635-004-04«;0 Adopted: Comments 
. 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

... - - - - -- --

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . 
' 

Director's Office: 
- - ----- -- --- - --- --- -- --- ------ --- -- - --------- - - - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . .. 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.41l5 requires agencies ID review a rule not late-man f,ve years afur adopting It. The 
requl rement for re\>iew does not appty to: 
• Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006, or fur which notice of prop:ised rule making was 

~--------------------------, delivered to the 5eo-mry or State before January 1. 2006; 

.. 

Agencies must review new rui:es, 'Ni.th some exceptions,. within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183-405_ Attnough this requirem:nt a~l!es only to ne.v rules., agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review d all administra!::ive rules ID ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may a!so requlre paiocfic reifie>.# of all rules. 

• The amendment or repeal of a rule, tu: does apply to the adoption of lt€'lN rules; 
• Afr, rules that are requlf'E:l,'j by a court !Xder or settlement or a civil proceeding., ORS 183.405(4); 
• mt rules adopting a federal law or rule by refeneruE, ORS 1B3.405(5)[b); 
• mt rules adol)ta:I ID implement legislatively awoved fee changes, ORS 1B3.405(5XcJ; and 
• mt rules adopta:I to ooirecterrorsoromissi_ons, O_RS 11!3.4_1l5{5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did !he agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
- . . - . - - . - - -- - - - . - . . - . - "' - - - . - -- - -

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date PennitFee 
635-004-0%5 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:/fwww.dfw.state.or.us/OAR5{04.pdf 

- . - . . - -
I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

-- --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

· Initials: 

- - ··-

DirectDr's Office: 
- -- -- ---- - . - . - . - . - . - . . ... - . -- - .. --

comment: Review 
Date/ -

Initials 

. -

I 

I 

l 
! 
I . 



--

IRevielN of New Rules 
OOS 183.'105 requires agencies to review a rule not later than five years alter adopting tt. The 
requirement for revieW does not apply to: 

- -- - ------ . Rules already in existence as of January lT 2006,. or fur \A/hkti notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the Secretary of~ before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must revlev new rules, with some exceptions:1 Wi:thln five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeai of a rute,..but does apply t-0 the adoption of new rules; 
ORS U33.405. Atthough this requiremait appfies only to new rules, agencies stiould as a . Any rules that are require-d by il coort order or settlement or a d\li! proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4);. 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of al! administrative rufes to ensure that • Any rules adopting a fe:leral law or rule by referencr,, ORS l83.40S(S)(b); 

' rules remain viable. MJenot rules may also require periodic review of au rules. • Arrr rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee manges, ORS lll3.405(5](c), and 
• Any rules adopted to correct errors a omissions, ORS 183.405(S){d), 

- . - -

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. i 
Division 4 Commercial fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Eligibility Requiremenls for a Permit 

635-004-0470 Adopted: Comments . 

2012 OAR Link: htlp:/lwww:dfw.state.or.us/OARs/O4.pdf 

- . -- -- -- - -

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. , 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- ---



. ..... 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than fr,e years aftE!-adopting t. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence .as of January 1.,. 2006.,. or for which notice of proposed rule maU'lg was 
delivered to the Secretary af state before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions,. within five years of adopt\On. • Toe amendment or repeal of a rule,. but OOes apply to the adopoon of ne,v rules; 
ORS 183.405. Altl':iough this requirement appies only to new ru!e;r il1ieocie.s should as: a • Any rules that are required by a coort mJer or settlement or a civil proo,e<ing, ORS 1J33.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of all adrrurnstrative rules to ensure '!hat • Any rules adopti119 a federal law or rule t,,, nefereru:e, ORS 1S3.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rotes may also require periodic review of all rules. • Any rules adopte:I lo implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5Xc); and 

- • Any rules adopte:l to correct errors or omissions, ORS 1B3.405(5X d). 
'' 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

. . . 

Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits 
635-004-0475 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: htto:l/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.odf 

. - -

Program and Contact: Fish Drvision; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. ··- " ... -
Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



I 

requiremerrt fur review does not app,Y to: Rev.I ew of New Rules ORS 183.41)5 requires agencies In review a rule not I- than five years after adopting it The 

~--------------------------1 • Rules already in erjsteoce as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 
• Toe amendrnait or repeal of a rule, but does apply.to the adoption of' nev.r ru!es:; Agencies must /"E'Jle'I\/ nev rules., with some e:cepoons, within five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agendes should as a 
practical matter rnnduct an on-going re\'ie!N' of all adrrnnistrative rules to ensure that 
rules remaln viable, /,,JJe:nC'/ rules may also require i:;ertodic review of aH rule;. 

• My rules that are re(juired by a court order or settlement or a CM.1 proceeding~ ORS 183.405(4); 
• My rules adopting a federal law or rute tiv reference,, ORS 183.40S(S)(b); 
• MY rules adopted to implemerrt leg-vely approved lee dlanges, ORS 183. 405(5)(c); and 
• My rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific fact.ors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f1SCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the a~ provided belc>w . 

- . 

Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
. 

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Review of Denials 

635-004-0480 Adopted: Comments I 

2012 OAR Link: http:f/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

... - -- - - - ------

I Program and Contact: r.ish Division; . 
.. - ·-· 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Directnr's Office: 
-- - .. - - - - ------ - - ... -- --- - - - - --- -- - - -- - . --- ... -

comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. - .. - .. - . 

.. 



Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than five years after adopting It. The 
requirement for reviev does not app[y trr. 

~--------------------------, • Rules already ill existEnce as of January 1, 2006, or for Mlich notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the secretary <:ff State before.January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule., but dOES apply to the adoption of new rules; Agenc"les must review new rules, with some exceptiOns,. within five years af adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Altoougll this requi"rement applies oo!y to new rules; agencies sllou!d as a 
practical matter wnduct an on-going review fff al! adml.llistrative rules to ensure tllat 
rules remain Viable. NJeflCY rules may also require periodic revie\'\' of a!! rules. 

• Any rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a dv"d proceeding.. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any ru[es adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.4-0!i(S)(b); 
• Any rufes adopted ID i!ll'lernent [egislativet; approved fe<O changes, ORS l83.405(5)(c); and 
• Any rufes adopted ID correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(d). . 

When an agency reviews a ne\! rule under this provision, the agency must consi~_ four seeci_fic facte>rs:. . . _ 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

L A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

OAR: 
635-004-0485 

Date 
Adopted: 

2012 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: 

Director's Office: 

Comment: 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

Renewal of Permit 
Comments 

OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



Review of New Rules 
ORS lll3.4llS requires agen-to review a rule not later than five years after adopting <. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Ru!es already in existence as crf January l, 2006., or fur which nonce of proposed rule making was 

~--------------------------1 cte!iYered tD the 5e:retary of state before JaruJary 1. 2006; 

• The amendment or repeal of a rule; but does apply to the adoption of OB/II' rues; Agencies must re'\liew new rules, with some e<:ceptiOOS, within five years of- adopt:iorL 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules; agenoes should as:a 

_ practical matter conduct an on-going revie¥t of al! administrative rules to ensure that 
rules: remain viable. Agency ru[es mEI'J also re:::iuire periodic review of aft rules. 

• #r-{ rules that are required 'rf>/ a murt order or settlement or a civi prOCEeding, Ol<S ·183.405(4); 
• t,.,y rules adopting a federal law or rule t,,; -renre, ORS 183.405(5)(b]; 
• t,.,y rules adopted tD implement legislatively approved lee changes, ORS 1S3.405(5)(c); and 
• #r-{ rul_es adopted ID am-ect errors or oirissions, ORS IB3.4ll5(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

AYES answer to any of the above questions requires a_n explanation in the area provided below . 

... . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellf,sh 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Lottery for Limited Entry YaqU!lla Bay Roe - Herring Permits 
635-004-0490 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:J/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

. . - -- .. - . . . -I Program and Conrad:: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . .. . .. -

Director's Office: 
---- - . - -- - ---- -- ----- --- -------------

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

.. . . . --- .. 

i 



. . . --- - -- -

I Review of New Rules 
ORS Ul3.41JS requires agencies 1n review a rule not [arer than ftve years after adopting it The 
requirement for reviev does not apply to: . Rules already in existence as cl January 1,. 2006.- or for whid1 notice of proposed ru!e making was 
delr.tered to the Secretary of State before January L 2006; 

Agencies must review nav r~ with some exr.eptions, within five years r:ff adoption. • The amendment or ~ of a rule, but does apply ID the adcption of ne\l rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules~ agencies: shooild as a • MY rules that are requrred by a coort order or Settlement or a cMI proceeding, ORS 183-405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going re'iie'w of al! administrative rules 1D ensure that • My rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183Ali5(5Xb); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require period!c reYie',\> of al! rures.. • My rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee chaoges, ORS 183,'!0S(S)[c); and 

• my rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, _ORS_Ul3.405(5)(d). . . . .. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
.... .. - - . -- -- - --- --- --- ------- --- - - - --- - - - ---- ----- -- ---- ------ --- ---- -

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

. . .. 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below • 

. . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish . 

Rule caption .. 

OAR: Date Transferability of Permils 
635-004-0495 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:ljwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 
. . . 

. - -- -- . . . . . . . 

I_Prograrr, and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Inttials 

--- -

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. 



l-
R __ ev_ i ew _o_ f New Ru I es_ ~i;!:;i; ~~=-•.ri!':t"ai:;,iei:;, • ruie not later than me years after adopting it. The 

,'-~~-~-~--------~-----------'-I • Rules already in existence as af January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule maki11g was 
delivered to the 5ecratary of S- before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeat af a rule, but does app!y to the adoption af new ru!es; AgendeS must review new rules., with some ex:Cepti0115i Wittlin five years of adopoon_ 

OR.5 183-405. Although tills requiremeot applies only to new rules, agencies stiou[d as a 
practical matter conduct. an on-going review ofa!I administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. pq!f'!O/ rules may also require periodic review of all rulES. 

• kr-; rules tnat are reQuired by a court on:leror set!lement or a dvil proceeding, ORS 163.405(4); 
• kr-; rules aoopting a federal law or n.ie !Jy reference, ORS J.a3.405(SXI>); 
• kr-; rules aoopted to implement legislalively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405{5)(c); and 
• kr-; rules•~ to correct errors or_ omissions, ORS 1B3.4ll5(5)(d)._ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided belC>ltY. 

- - - - -- -- -- -- - - . --
Division 4 Commercial Rsheries Other Than Salmon or She!lftsh - - -

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Roe - Herring Season and Harvest Limit 

635-004-0505 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: htt11:[lwww.dfw.state.or.llSlOARs[04.jldf 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - -- -- -
Director's Office: 

- - -
Comment: Review 

Date/ . 
Cnitials 

--

•--- --s- ----· . . 



1. Revie\f\l of New Rules. 
ORS 183.405 r,,quires agencies to f'e'.'iew a rule not later than fMa years after adopting it The 
requiremert for review does not apply to: 
• Ru~ already 1n existence as crf January 1,. 2006., or for which natice or proposed rul:e making was 

~--------------------------1 delivered to tne Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules, Wl1:h some exceptions, wittin five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requlrement applies onty to new rules, agencies should as ,a 
practical matter mm::iutt an on-going re.<ie-N of illl admiflistrative rules to ensure tllat 
rules remain Viable. Agency rules may also re::iuire periodic review of al rules.. 

• The amendment or repeal of a rule~ t.lut does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
• Arr'{ rules that.are: requfred Dy a court order or settlement or a CM proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arr{ rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS l83.405(5)(b]; 
• Arr{ rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 1S3.405(5)(c); and 
• Arr{ rules adopted to COl'Tect emr.; or omissions, ORS lllJ.4C5(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

J\ YES answer to any of theabove questions requires an expla11ation in the area provided below. 

-
Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellf,sh 

Rule caption 
OAR: Date Pacific Ocean Herring Season - Fishery Defined 

635-004-0510 Adopted; Comments 
2012 OAR Link: htto;Uwww.dfw.state.or.!.§l0A~04.!J!if 

. 
. 

.. 

. . . . ... - - - - - --- ----

I Programand Contact: Fish Division; 
- -- -- --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- .. - -- - - .. ---

Director's Office; 
-- - -- - - - - . -- - .. - . - - - .. - - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . .. -- - . 

-



•1 R _____ e __ V __ i_e_w_ of __ New __ R __ u __ l_e_ s_ -- ~,:~;~!'\~::•::~~~,•ru1enot1atert11anfiveyearsa1teradoplingit.Toe 
___________________________ , • Rules already in existence as of-January 1, 20061 or for which ootia: of proposed rule making was 

Agencies must review new rues, wth some exceptlons, within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. AJthough this requirement applies: on!yto new rules§ agencies should as a 
practkal matter conduct an on-goi,ng review of .all adminislrat:jye rules to ensure that 
rules remain Viable. AgenOf rules may also require periodic renew of all rules. 

del.1vered to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal cfa rule, btA: does apply to the acloptfon of new rules; 
• MY rules that are reqwred by a court order or settlement or a a'lil pmc.eedlng~ ORS 183.405(4}; 
• My rules adopling a l'Ederal law ar rule by reference, ORS l83-405(5)(b); 
• !my rules adopted to implement legislalively appro"8:l fee manges, ORS Ul3.405(5)(c); and 
• !my rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183A05(5)f d). _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
-·-- - - -- -- -

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I -- - - ----
A YES anSVll'er to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided_below. 

- - - r-1 Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Highly Migratory Species Section - Organization of Rules 
635-G04-0550 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR link: htto:ljwww.dlw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

- - - -- -- -- ., .... - ... 

I Program and Cortact: Fish Division; 
- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

' -
Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Daoo/ 

Initials 

--- - .. -- - - - --



Review of New Rules 
ORS 1!!3.405 requires agencies to review a rule not lata-1:han filie years after adopting t. The 
requirement for review" does not apply to: 
• Ru!es already in existence as of January 1., 2006; or for which notice of proposed rute making was 

~--------------------------1 defrvered to the Secretary of State before January l. 2006i 

• The amendment or repeal of a nJ!e., but does apply to the adoption of n5\l' rules; Agencies must review new rules, With some exceptions, Ytnthin: five yea.rs of a<loption. 
ORS 183.405. Although ttlis requirement applies ooiy to new rules,. agencies should as a 
practical matter rondutt an on-going revlew of al! admlntstrative rules to ensure that 
ru!es remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review- of aft rules. 

• Any rules t.hat are !"EQUired by a murt: order or sett1ement or il civil proceeding? ORS 183-405(4); 
• Ally rules adopting a federal law or rul€ t,,J refe""1ce, OR5183.405(S)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislativfly approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted to correct errors or orrissians, ORS 1B3.4tl5(5l(d'). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary-:> 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires anexplanation in the area provided below. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmen or Sliellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Scope, Inclusion and Modifications of Rules 
635·004-0555 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:/fwww.dfw.state.or.us10ARs/04.pdf 

- - -- -- -- -- -- -- - -- - - --- --- -- ---- - - - - """ - - - - -

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - - - - - - - . -

Director's Office: 
- - - - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

--

I 

I 



!Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.-105 requires agencies to review a rule not later tllan five years after adopting tt. The 
requirement fur review does not apply to: 

- -- . - . ---- --- -- -- - - • Rules already in existence as of January 1T 2006, or fur 'n'hkti notice of proposed ruie making was 
delivered to the Secretary of Stare before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must reviev Tie'IN rules, vAth some exceptions, within five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeat of a rule,. but does apply to the adopoon ot new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although th!S requirement: appfies only to new rulesr agendes should as a • Any rules that are required by a court order or setHement or a dvi! proceeding, ORS LS3.405(4); 
~ctical matter conduct an on-going review of al! administrative rules to ensure that • Any rules adopting a federal law or rule IJy refErence, ORS 163.'IOS(S)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require perfodic revlew of al! rues. • Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee dlanges, OR5183.405(5J(c); and . 

--
Arr, rules adopted to rnr,ect errors or omissions, ORSl83.'l05(5J(d) . 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specnrc factors; 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agercy overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

J A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provicled below. 

. - -· . 

Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Albacore Tuna Rshery- Fishery Def111ed 
635-004-0560 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:/fwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.odf 

-
- -- - . - - - - - - ----- - - - --

I f>rogram and Contact: Fish Division; 
. - - - .. - --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-

Director's Office: 
- -- -- -- - - - - - - - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- -· - . . -· .. - . .. ·-·- - -



I 

Rev·,ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requiresagenctes ro review a rule not laterlhan five years after adopting il Toe 
requirement for review does not apply to; 

.--------------. ___________ 
1 

• Rules already In emence as o! January L, 2006, or for whkh notice of propose~ rule making was 
delivered to the Secretary of Stare tJe1t>re January 1. 2006; 
• 1be ameooment or repeal of a rule, but dOES apply to rile adoptfon of new rules; Agerxies must rfMeW new rules., with some exceptions~ wtthin five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Althou9'1 tru reqwrement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practica. matter OJnduct an on-going review rff a!! administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain 'Viable.~ rules may also requfre perlodic review of all rules. 

• Any rules that are re,iuired tr; a cou,t order or settlement or a ow proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules ado;,lil1g a federal law or rule l>y reference, ORS 183.'IOS(SXb); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 11l3. 405(S)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted ID correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)( d) •. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: . ....... _ 
l. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

.. . . .. -

Division4 Commercial Rsheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date License Requirec 
635-004-0565 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

- . . 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
- - --- - -- --- - -- - . - --- - .. - -- -- .. 

Comment: Review 
Date{ 

Initials 

Director's Office; 
----- --- - - - - -- ----- . - .. -- - --- - -- - -- -- -- -- --------- - - - - - - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- . 

I 

I 



·.1 Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies ID review a rule not I-than five years afreradopting it The requirement for re\'h;\Y does not apply to: 
."~~~------~~---------~-----! • Rules already in existence as. c,f January 1, 20061 orforwhid1 notice or pmpased rue making was 

delivered to tile Secretary r:f Sta!E beroreJanuary L 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules:; Agencies: must re\llew new rules, with ~me exceptions,. 'Ml:hin five years of adopbon. 

ORS 163.405". Although th1s reqwrement applies oory tn new rufes, agencies should as a 
pradiral matter rnrtduct an on-going review of all admin!Slrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agef'C/ rules may also require periodic review of all rules. 

• Any rues: that are required by a court: order or settlement or a dvl:1 proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule tr; reference, ORS 183.405(5)(0); 
• Any rules adopted ID im,:lement legislatt-reiy approved ree changes, OR5183.4□5[5)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted ID correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(0). .. 

. . . Whenan agency rev:i_ews a ne1N rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions reguires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption . 

OAR: Date Exemption to Far Offshore Fishery Restriction 
635-004-0570 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: htto;f{www.dfw.state.or.usJ0ARsJ04.pdf 

- ----- . -I Program ancl Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. 

Director's Office: 
-- - - -- -- -- ----- - - -- -- -- ... - - -- - ---- - - - . - ---- ------------ - ---- --

Comment Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



1-
R_ -eVI_ · __ e ___ W ___ o ___ f __ Ne ___ W ____ R __ ules_ - ~;;=:r::sw~:!t~=,arulenotlaterlhaniiveyearsafleradoptingit. Toe 
~--------------------------, • Rules atready in existsnce as of January 1r 20061 or for whidi notice of proposed rule making was 

Agencies must review new rules, with some exceptions., within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter mnduct an on-going review of all administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. /J,;Jmc'/ rules may also reqUlre perkJdic review of a!! rules. 

delivered to tile s~ of stale llefure January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule~ but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
• Any rules thilt are requfred by a court: order or settlement or a OW proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• My rules adopting a federal raw or rule t,y reference, ORS 183.405(5)(1l); 
• My rues adapted ID implement legislafively apprOV€CI fee changes, ORS LB3.40S(S)(c); and 
• __ MY rules adopted to correct em= or omissions, ORSJ83.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 

3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? l 
4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? __ I 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area providedb~vv. 

Division 4 Commercial Rsheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Dab! other Finfish Section - Organization of Rules 
635-004-0575 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:f/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARsf04.pdf -

- -- . - -- - - - - - - - - - -
Program and Contact: rish Division; 

- - -- -- -- . - - - -- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

I 
I 
; 

- - - ··-· - -- -
Director's Office: 

- - -- - -- - - -- -- --- - -- -- - - -

Comment: Review 
Dare/ 

Initials 

- - - - .. -



;I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later tram five years after adopting It. The 
requirement for review does not apply 00: 
• Rules already In -ce as r:I' Jarnrary 1, 2006, or for which notice r:I' proposed rule making was 

I 

I 

~--------------------------, del1vered to the Secretary of State beftre January 1, 2006; 

• Toe amendment or repeal of a ru[e, but does appli/ to the adoption of new rules; Agencies must l'l:MBY new rules, 't"lith some exceptions, within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies: only to nev rules, agencies shouk!: as a 
practieat matter conduct an on-going: review cf aH adminlstrative rules to ,ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also reqUire periodic review of all rules. 

• Air, rules that are required t,; a court crtler-or settlement or a civil proceeding,, ORS 183.405(4); 
• My rules adopong a federal law or rule by reference, ORS LB3.405(5Xb); 
• kty rules adaplEd to implement legislatively approved fee manges, ORS 183. 'IOS(SXc); and 
• Any rules adcpled to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183A_05(5)(d), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: .. 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact7 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

... . .. 

. A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below~ _ - . - - -

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Rshery Defmed 
635-804-0580 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: htM}.:[1www.dfw.state.or.us[OARs[04.l1,!f 

.. - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - --- - - ... -- - - - - - - -- -- ---- - - - - ---- - -- -- --- --- -- -- .. - -- -- - -- - -

Prng@m and Contact: Fish Division; 
.. .. - ... - - -- . . - - .. 

Comment: Review 
l>ate/ 

Initials 

- . .. 

Director's Office: 
- ---------- -- -- --- ----- -------- ------ -- ---- - ---- -------- -- -- . -- - - . . . .. - . . - . . - . -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

.. - - . .. 

I 



I 

nev·1ew of New Ru Jes ORS 183.'1()5 requires agencies to Te\liew 3 rule not later than five years alter adopting tt. The 
"-! requlremert. for review does not apprf to: 
,---------------------------I • Rules already in existence as of January 1, 20Cl6~ or for whkfl notice of proposed rule making was 

Agencies must review fl&\.' rules, 'With some exceptions, within five years of adoplJOn_ 
ORS 153.405, Atthough d1is requirement applies on!y to new rules~ agendes should as a 
practical matter ,conduct an on-going review of al! administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of ail rules. 

de1ivered to the Secretary of State. before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule~ but does apply to the adoption of new rules:; 
• Any rules that are reQUlred by a coort order or sel1iement or a d\ll! proceeding,. ORS 1.63.405(4);. 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to imp[ement legislatively approved re,, changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

I • Any rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, OR,; 183.-105(5J(d) • 

. When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency. mu~t consi<ler_four_ specif"ic factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agenc.y overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule o:mtinue to be necessary? 

.. A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided belov, . . 

. .. . . . 

Division 4 Commercial FJSheries Other Than Salmon or SheRflSh 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Scope, Inclusion, and Mocfrfic:ations of Rules 
635-004-0585 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

- ---- -- ... - - - .. --

I Program andContact: Fish Division; 

Comment Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-
Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. 

-· -- --- - - - - --- - . -

--- ---· ------« • 



Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requiresagendestnre"liew a rule not I-than live years after adopting it. The 
requirement for review doe:; not apply to: 

~--------------------------1 • Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule makin;i was 
delivered to the secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must renew nev rules., wittl oome excepoons, within five years of adoption. • The amendrnait or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although t:hfs requirement applies onfy to new rules, agenae; should as a • Any rules that are required. Oji a court order or settlement or a OvI1 proceeding., ORS 133..405(4); 
practs::al matter rnndur! an on-going review of all admfnistrative rules to ensure that • My rules adopting a federal I.aw or rute by reference,. ORS 183.405(5)(b-); 
rules remain '<iable, N,JenO/ rules may also require "°riodi<: review of all rules. • My rules adopted ID implement leg-vely all!lfoved ree changes, ORS 183. 405(5)(c); and 

_ _ • AAY rules acopted ID correct en-ors or omissions, OR51_83.405{5)(<l), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four spec:ific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f1SCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above ciuestions requires an explanation in theal'€lci provided below. 

. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date coastal RiVers Shad Fishery- Fishery Defined 

635-004-0590 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: http:ljwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

- -- -- . . .. 

I Program and Qmtact: rish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
. 

. . . . . . 

Director's Office: 
... . - ---- - - ---- ----- -- -- .. - - -- . -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. I 



Review of New Rules 
Agencies must review new rules, Win some exceptions~ within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183_4QS_ Although this requirement applies ooly to neY1 rule;,. agencies should as a 
pract:lral matter conduct: an on-9)ing re\11€W of all adrninfstrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodc review of all rules. 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than live years after adopting it. The 
requkement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in a:tS!Ence as of-January 1, 2006r or fur which notice cl-proposed role making was 
delivered to 1he Sern,tary of Slate before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does apply to ttie adoption r:f new: rules; 
• Arri rules that are required by a court oruer or settlement or a civil procea:llng, ORS 183.405(4}; 
• t,,,; rules adopting a -al law or rule by iefereno,, ORS l.83,105(5Xb); 
• t,,,; rules adopted to mplemen! !el)islalively approved Fee dlanges, Ole 183.'IOS(S)(c); and 
• f;r,; rules adopted to correct errors or emissions, ORS l.83.405(5)(d) .. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors; 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
--·---- -- -- -- ------- -- - - - ·- --- -- . --- . - ·- ---- - - --- ----- -

. .. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Hagfish Fishery- FiShery Definecl 
635-004-0610 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:l/www.clfw.sl:ate.or .us/OARs/D4.pdf 

. . . . . . . . . . .. . 

Program and Conl:ad:: Fish Division; 
.. 

Comment: Review 
Dab!./ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 
---- -- . . . . - - - .. . . . . ·- . - .. .. ---- --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-- --·--- . . . . . .. . . 

I 
'· 

I 



·1 Rev,·ew of New Rules ORS 183,405 requires agencies to review a rule not la!er111an flvev,,ars _, adopting it. The 
reqUireme11t for review does not apply to: 

~--------------------------, • Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 

I 

-

delivsred to the sem,1:ary of Slate before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule,- but does apply to the adoption of ne-N rules; Agencies must revlew new rules~ wil:h some exceptions, within five years of adoption. 

OR.S 183-405. A!tt'lough. this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as i! 

practic..=il mattEr conduct an on-going revie'w' of a!I adminlstratt,;e rutes to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic re,rew of all rules. 

• Arr, rules that are required by a court crcfer or settlement or a cMI proceedtng, ORS 183.405{4); 
• kfi rules adop~ng a federal law or role t,y n,ferena,, ORS 183,'105(5)(b); 
• Arr; rules adopla:I to impiement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Arr;~ adopl'ed to correct e!TCf'S or om~o~r ORS 1.83.405(5)(d}. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer tc, any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area prC>Vicled below. 

-
Division 4 Commercia I Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 

Rule Caption 
OAR! Date Logbook Required 

635·004·0625 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Lin!<.. htto.[lwww.dfw.srate.or.ugOARs/04.QQ! 

- - . . -.. . . ... - - - --- . --- ... 

I Pmgrarn and Contact: Fish Division; 

-

. 

- - - ----- - - - ----- - ----- -- --- ---

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-- -- - . . 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . . .. . .. --- - - -

~~,______________ 

I 



I 

I Review of New Rules 
Agencies must re,.,t,ew new rules,. wll:h some exceptions~ wittlin five years of adoption. 
ORS :183-405_ Although this requirement applies ooly to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-grnng review' -Of aH administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may al5:J require periodic review of all rules. 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than live years after adopting It. The 
requirement fur re\4ew does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of- January 1, 2006r or fur which notice cl proposed rule making was 
delivered to the Secretary of Slate before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rute,. but does apply ID ttle adoption r:f new rules; 
• Afrt rules that are required by a court orner or seWement or a civil proceedlng, ORS 183.405(4}; 
• Arr; rules adopfiag a -al law or rule by reference,. ORS 183.405(5Xb); 
• Arr; rules aoopled to mplement ie,Jisla1ively approved fee dlanges, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Arr; rules adopled to ooirect errors or omis&on5c ORS lB3.405(5)[ d}. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions reguires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date sturgeon Fishery - Fishery Defined 
635-004-0630 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: hm,:llwww .dfw.state.or.u~OARs/D4.ggf 

. .. 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
... 

Comment: Review 
Dab!./ 

Initials 

. .. 

Director's Office: 
--- --- - -- -- -- . . . - - - - -- . -- ... - - - --- - .. ---- . . .. . . . - ---- ... . - -- -- . -- -- ---- -- - - - ---- - ----

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. - - - . 

. 

; 
I 

I 
; 

I 



- . ... 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies 1D review a rule not lat,,, than live years after adcpbng ij. The 
requirement for revlev, does not apply to: . Rules alread, in existence as of January 1; 2006; or for which notice of proposed rule makirg was 
deiven,o to 111e Secre!ary of State before Jarn,ary L 2006; 

Agencies must reJJ~ new rules, with some exceptions, within fNe years of adoption. • 1hE amendment or repeal af a rule,. but does apply ID the adoption er r;ew rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although trns requirement appHes.onLy to new: rules£ agencies should as a • Any rules that are required a; a court: order or settlement: or a d\Jil proceedl.ng, ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter concloct an on-going review of all admini5tratiVe rules to ensure that • A!f,/ rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183-'105(5Xb); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require pe!iod!c review of an rules. • AIT>/ rules adopted to ffapleme11t legislafively approved fee dlanges, ORS 183.'105(:s)(c); and 

• A!f,/ rules adopteo to correct errors or omissions, ORS 163.405(5Xd), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specitic factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
- . - - . - . - - . - . - - - - - . . . . - . . - - - . - --- . -- - - - - . -

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shelifish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Su rfperch Fishery - Fishery Defined 
635-004-0650 Adopted; Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARsl04.pdf 

. . ... . .. . - ... . . .. . 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
- - - - - -- - . . - ----- .... 

Comment: Review 
. Date/ 

Initials 

. 

Director's Office: 
- --- -- -- --- -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

.... . . ,. -- . . . . . . 

__ ,___,,_,______________= 



- - - - .. - . .. . . . . .. .... 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 r,equires agencies lo reYiew a rule not late, than five year,; alter adopting t. The 
requirement for revia... does not apply to: 

- . Rules already in e.istence as c# January l,. 2006, or for wh1di notice crf proposed ru!e making was 
delivered to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules~ wtth some exceptions, Wllhn five ye.m;: r.:ff adopticll. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does ;,wly 10 tile a<loption of new rul€5; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement: applies only to OaY rules~ agencies should as a • AAY rules that are r€Q,Jired by a court order or sett:Jement or a ci'iii! proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
practiral matter ronduct an on-going reviev.> of al! administrative rules to ensure that • My rules adopting a federal law oc rule l>f reference, OR5183.405(5){b); 
rules remain viabEe. Agency rufes may also require periodic review of alf rules. • My rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS lll3.405(5l(c); and 

• My rules adopte~ to correct errors or omissions,. ORS 183.405(5)(~. 
. .. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
- - - . .. - - ----- - - - - -- - --- - - - --- -- -- - -- - - ---- -- - .. - -

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

. . - . - ·-. 

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explc.mation in the area provided belov, • . 

. 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Closed Season . 

635-004-0655 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: h!;rn:ilwww.dfw.state.or.u;;tOARs/04.i;!Qf 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
·- . 

Comment: Review ' :; 
Date/ 

Initials 

. 

Director's Office: 
-· . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- . -



··1 Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183,405 requires agencies to review a rule nol laterlllan ftve'jearsafl:a'adojlling it, Toe 
requirement for review does not apply to: 

r'-'-'-'---='---'=-==---'------------I • Rules already ln existence as of January 1; 2006s or for whidl notiO: ri proposed rule making was 
delivered to the 5€cretary ot Slate before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule; but does apply to the adoption of new rules; Agencies must re\llew new rules., wtth some exCEptioJls~ w1thln five years of aOOptlon. 

ORS 1&3.405 • .Atho.ugh this requtrement applies. only to ne.v rules, agencies s!lould as a 
practical mattEr conduct an on-going review af all admi!l!strative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rues may also require pefioijc review of all rules. 

• Aff/ rules that are required by a court cnler or .settiement or a cMI proceeding, OR.5 18.3.405{4); 
• kt; rules adopting a rederal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.'105(5)(b); 
• kt; rules ad(l!)tEd ro implement legislatively appn:,s,,,d fee changes, ORS 183.405(S)(c); and 
• kt;~ a.dopred to correct errors or ormssions, ORS 183,4fJ5(S){d) • 

.... __ _ Wlle_n an agency reviews an~ rule under this provision, the agency must consider four sp!l(:if'IC fa_c!o_l"S: __ . _ _ 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f!SCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? · 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
-- - - . - - - . -- - .. . - . - . - . - - - . - - . - -- - . - - . ·--- . --

. .. .. -
Division 4 Commercial Rsheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Minor Flnfish Fisheries - Fishery Defined 

635-004-0660 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: http:{lwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04,pdf 

- - -.. . ... I Program and Contact: Fish D1V1st0n; 

Comment: 

Director's Office: 
-- -- - - -- - -- -- -- - . . - . --- -- - --- - - - ---- . -

Comment: 

-

-

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

- - -- - - . -

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



I 

Review of New Rules 
Agencies must review new rules, w"lh some e:i:eptiOns, within fi'<re- ye.ais af adoption. 
ORS 183-405_ Although this requirement applies only to new rule;,. agenc.Jes sh.oo[d as a 
practical matter conduct an an-going review of all adrninfstratlve rules to ensure that 
rules remafn viable. Agency rules may aiso require periodic review of au rules. 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not larer than five years after adopting it. The 
requirement fur revlew does not apply to: 
• Rul:es alreaaj in existence as of' Janua;y 1,. 2JJ06, or for which notice of proposed rule makirg was 
delvered to the Secretary of state before January L 2006; 
• 1he amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does apply to ttie adoption rf new rules; 
• Any rules that are required by a court: order or settlement or a civil proceed1ng, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Arr; rules adopting a -al law or rule by reference, ORS l.83.405(5Xb); 
• Arr; rules adopted to mpiemeIJ! le,Jisla1ively approved fee dianges, ORS 183.'IOS(S)(c); and 
• Arr; rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS_ l.83.405(5Xd). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: - - , - . - . -· 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an expla11c1tion in tile ar~ pre>'tfidedJ>_eloloV • 

. -
Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Minor Finfish Species 

635-004-0665 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: h!;rn:Uwww.dfw.state.or.us[OARs/04.llQ[ 

. 
- - - - - - ---- -- .. . . ---- - . - - --- - .. -- - - .. - ------ --- - -- - --- - - -- -- -- -- - - - - ---- ------- - ------ - -- ----- -- - -- ----

1. Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
.. ... . . . . -- - ... .. -· ...... 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. .. .. -
Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Dat.e/ 

Initials 

. 

l 



requirement for review does not apply to: Rev·1ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 reqwes S9encies to review a rule not 1atl!r tl7an fille years after adopting it The 

.'-~~-~~-----------------~--~ 1 • Ru!es already in existence as of Jcmuary 1,. 2006,. or for which ootice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the secretary of State before Jarn!ary 1. 2006; 

. 

Agencies must revrew new rules, with some €'.((:eflttoos,. wittiin five years of adopoon.. 
ORS 183.405. Although this fe'.l!Jirement applies only to new rules~ agencies should as a 
D@Ctical matter ronduct an on-going revlew of al! administrative rules to ensure Hlat 
rules remain viable. Agency rufes may also require periodic review of al rules. 

• The amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does apply to tile adoption of Ile\/\' rules; 
• AAY rules that are required tr/ a murt oroer or setti€ment or a civi proceeding, ORS 183.405('1); 
• AA.y rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 1B3.405{5){b}; 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 163.405(5)(c); and 
• AJJy rules adopted m correct errors or omissions, ORS 183A05(5)(d). 

\Viren ar1 agency revi(aws a ne_w rule under this provision, the agency IDl.l!it c.o_nsidE!r_fC>tl_rspei:ificJactc,~:_ 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

.. . . .. . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellf!Sh 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Logbook Required 
635-004-0670 Adopted: Comments 

2012 OAR Link: http:1/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

·- .. --I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
.. ·- . ·- .. - . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

-
Director's Office: 

-- ·-- - - - - - - -- --- --- - ------ ------ -- - ---- ---- - - ------ - - ----- s-•-· 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



-- - - -- -- --- --

I Review of New Rules 
ORS Ul3.4GS requires agencies to re11iew a rule not larer than fi,;e years after adopting it. Toe 
requranent fur review does not apply to: 

-- - -- . Rules already in atStence as of January 1,. 2006.- or for whlch notice of proposed rule makng was 
deliver Ed to the secretary of State before January 1. 2!!06; 

.Agencies must revrew neiN ru~ wlth some except.ions, within five years m adoptiOn. • The amendment or ~ of a rule,. but dae.s apply 'ID the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement app!ie.s only to new rules~ agende.s should as a • il.rf rules that are requi"'fl tJ1 a rnurt onler or settlement or a civil proceeding, ORS 183.4lli(4); 
practical matter mnduct an on-going review of al! adrninistraUve rules to ensure that • il.rf rules adopting a federal law or rule b'/ reference, OR5 183.4!15(5Xb); 
rules remain viabie. Agency rules may al90 require periodic review of all ruies. • il.rf rules adopred to implement legislatively approved fee changes, OR51ll3.'!05(5)(c); and 

• MY rules adopted to com,ct errors or omissions, OR5 l.83_4GS(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
----- - --- - -- -- -- - - - -- - - - - --- - - ---

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 

' 
4. Does the rule continue tc be necessary? 

- .... -- -

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in ~he area provided below. 

- - - -- -
Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellf!Sh -

Rule Caption 
OAR: Date Inteltidal Animal Fishery - Fishery Def,necl -

635-004-0675 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: http:llwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs(04.pdf 

- - - ; 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; 
- - . - . - - .. - . - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 
- --- ------- --- --------- ---- - - - ------- - -
Comment: Review 

Date/ 
Initials 

- - - -

~- ----~• -------------------- ---~ - . 



. . . . ... 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not laler than ffve years after adopting it Toe 
requirement for ra,iew does not apply to: 
• Rules already tn existence .as of January lr 2006, or fur whkn notice of proposed rule maklng was: 
delivered tD the Secretary of State before JallUary L 2006; 

Agencies must reviev,,, new rules, With some exceptions, wil:hm tiVe years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adq,tion of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Amlough this requirement: app!les only to new rules, agencies should as a • Any ruies that are required t,y a court order or settlement or a <Ml proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of all admiriistral:lve rules to ensure that • Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183:105(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of al! rules. • Any ruiesadopte,J tr, implement legislatively approved fee changes.ORS l.ll3.405(5Xc); and 

• Any rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS .183.405(5Xd). - . . .. -

\Yheri an age_ncy_ reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors:_ _ __ 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A JES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. . 

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Permit Required . 

635-004-0680 Adopted: Comments 
2012 OAR Link: http:/Jwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

. 

j Program andContact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
. 

' 

Director's Office: 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

.~'--------------



- --- .. .. . . --- --- ... 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS l63.405 r,quires agencies lD review a rule not later than five years after adopting it The 
requ:iremerlt for re'!Jiev does not apply to: . Rules already in existence as cf January 1,. 2006, or fur which notice of proposed rule making was 
de!iv1'red to the Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must re,;iew nev.r rules, \oV!tt1 some exceptions, within five years of' adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules~ agencies shoul:d as a • My rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a c:M! proceeding? ORS 183-405{4); 
practical matter co!'iOJd: an oo-going ~"' of al! administrative rules to ensure that • My rules adopting a federal law or rule b',I referern:e, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic f"Bliew of all rules. • Any rules adopted ID implement le!!islatively app<oved fee changes, ORS 11!3.405(5)(,;); and 

• Any rules adopted ID correct errors or omissioos, OR5.183.'105(5)(d), 
... 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f1SCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. . . .. . 

' Division 4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or SheBfish 
Rule caption 

OAR: Date Permit Fee 
635-004-0685 Adopted: comments 

2012 OAR Link: http://www.dl'w.state.or.us/OARs/0'1.pdf 

... 

j Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment: Review 
. Dare/ 

Initials 

.. . .. 

Director's Office: 
- - - --

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. 



~I Review of New Rules 
ORS 163.405 requires agendEs to re<.iew a rule not later than five years airer adopting it The 
re-quirer,ent for re,•iew does not apply to: 
• Rules already In existence as of January 1,.-2006, orforwhl'ch notice of proposed rule making was 

~--------------------------, deli- ro tile Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

L 

I 

• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of reHrules; AgeOOes must review new rules,. v.iilh some exceptions,. wtthfn five years ($ adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although trns requirement applies only tn new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter rnnduct an on-,gcrlng f'e\ltew of all administrative rules to ensure that 
ru!es remain viable. Agency rules may .also require periodic review of all rules. 

• Any rues tl"@t are required by a court order or settlement or a dvff proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee dlanges, ORS 183.405[5)(c}; and 
• Any rules adopted ID correct errors or omissioos, ORS 18.3.405(5)(0). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency OllereSl:lmate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division4 Commercial Fisheries Other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Rule Caption 

OAR! Date Logbook Required 
635-004-0690 Adopted: Comments -

2012 OAR link: http:!fwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf . 

-- ·---·· - - . - - - . ---- - --- - . 

Program and Contact: Fish Division; 

Comment Review 
Dalla/ 

Initials 

Director's Office: 
- . - - --· ----- --- - ----- -- - --- ---- - -- ---- -- -

Comment: . Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

. . .. . . .. - -- .... 

I 
i 
' ! 

' 
i 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS Ul3.4GS requires agenciest,:, review a rule not later than five years after adopting t. The 
requirement for rev'lev does not apply to: 
• Rules already in eJOstence as of January 1,. -2006,. or for whld! notice of proposed rule rnakITTg was 
delivered to the SecretEry of State before January 1. 2006.; 

Agendes must reVieW new rules, Witt'! some exceptions, \vittlin five yea!'!. rr adoption_ • The amendment or repeal of a rule~ but does apply to the adoption of nev,; rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rolesr agencies shaU:d as a • Arly rules that are reqc,,red by a court order or settl€ment or a ct,;i proceeding, ORS IB3.405{4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of al! administrative rules to ensure that • Afly rules adopting a federal law or rule t,;, reference, ORS 183.405(5)(h); 
rules remain viable. Agency rule5 may also require pericdic review of all rules. • Any rules adopted tD implement legi,!atively a!ll)foved Fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

•· Any rul~ adopted to correct ~rors or omi~ ORS 183.405(5)(d)_. .. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency mu~t CONiider fotlr specif"ic factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? · 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2.. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f&al impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. -- -- - - - - --- . .. - - . - - - - - - . 

. 
' 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Ternrorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

General Protected Area Prohibitions and Allowances 
635-012-0070 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: http:l[www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/12.pdf 

- -- -- - -· 

[ Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
- . - - -- . -- . -- - - . . . - . - - - - -

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

1. Yes, This rule regulates activities in protected areas. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No, 5/30/17 
4. Yes. This rule mntinues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196540-196.555 and Oregor Senate Bill 1510 (2012}, by regulating CD 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

- - .. - ---- - . 

I Director's Office:Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the f!Scal impact, Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule, The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

' Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

- - -- - --- - - - - -- -- --- - - -- -- -- -- - - - -- - -- -- --



I 

Rev.I ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 req,nres agencies1D re;;ew a rule not later than five yea!S after adopting it The 
requirement for revlsw does not apply to: 

,---------------------------I • Rules already ln existence as of-Janua:y 1., 2006r or for which notke of proposed rule making \a\'aS 

Agencies must reviein new rufes; with some ea:epttons, within five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules~ agencies shouid as a 
practita! matter conduct an on-going review of ail administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may atso require pe,icdb: review of an rules. 

delivered to ttle Secretary of State befoo:! January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule~ but does apply to the adoption of nev,, rules; 
• Any rules that are required by a court orner or settlemert or a cMI proceedng, ORS 183.405{4); 
• AA'! rules adopting a rederal law or rule tr; reference, ORS 183.'105(5)(b); 
• AA'/ rules adopted lD imµement legislatively approve:! fee changes, ORS 183.'105(5Xc); and 
• AA'{ rules adopted ID correct errors or omissions, ORS_1B3.405(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
-- . -

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule rontinue to be necessary7 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area IJl"Ovided below. 

-

Division 12 Manne Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

635-012-0080 Adopted: 
cape Perpetua North Marine Protected Area Prohibitions and AHowances 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARsJ1Z.pdf 

- - - - - -

- -

I Program andContact; Fish Divisi_on; Cristen Don 
-

Comment: Review 
Dat.e/ 

1. Yes. This mle regulates activities in protected area at Cape Perpetua. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No. 5(30/17 
4. Yes. This m!e continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bill 1510 (2012), by regulating CD 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

- - - -- - --- -- -- .. - ---- - ---- --- ··- - -

Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The mle has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is stil necessary to gui:le ftsh management. Date} 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

- - ---- .. --- ------- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - --- - . - --- - - --- . -



Rev·, ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than five years alter adopting it. The 
requirement tor r,evie'.v does not apply to: 

F----~-~=-~------------------I • Rules alread:Y,in existence asof January 1, 2006., orforwhidi ootlc:e cf proposed rule malclng,vas 
delfvere:I to 1l1e Secretary rff State bfrore.January 1. 2006; 
• The ameodment or repeal of a rule., but does apply to the adoption of new rules; Agencies must review new rules:., with sume exce~ons,. within five years cf" adoption. 

ORS 183-405. Al.tflruj1 i:h:is requirement: app!ies only ID new rules, agencies 511ou1d as a 
practica! matter conduct an on-,going review of all adminisl:rctive rules to ensure i:hat 
ru[es remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of an rules. 

• Any rules that are requcred by a court order or settlement or a civil proceedirq, ORS 183.405{4); 
, Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by rer ... nce, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to i~lernerit legislatively awoved flee changes, ORS 11!3.405(5)(c); and 
• Any rul.es adopted to correct errors er crnissons, ORS 183.405[5)(d]. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the c1ge11cy111ust cortsider four~pecific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the·rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires _an explanationjn_the art}cl provLded belc>w. _ 

. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

cape Perpetua South-East Marine Protected Area Prohibitions and Allowances 
635-012-0090 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR link: http:/(www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/12.odf 

--- - .. 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
- - - - . . -- . - . - - -

Comment 

1. Yes. This rule regulates activities ln protected area at Cape Perpetua. 
2. No. 
3. No. 
4. Yes. This ruie continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bm 1510 (2012), by regulating 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

- - ------ ------ ----- - - -- -- --- -----------------------

I Director's Office:Michael Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. 1he agency did not cr,;er, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law 
wUI not require changes in the rule. The rule is sUl necessary to guide fish management. 

- ·---

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

5}30/17 
CD 

- ----- ---- ---------

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017' 

MRH 

I 
! . 
; 

' 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS :ra:J.405 requires agencies to ""1iew a rule not I-than five years after edcpting it The 
requirement for re,'1e't, does not apply to: 

- -- - - . - . - - - .. - . . - -- - - • Rules already in existence as of January 1~ 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule maklog was 
deliV€11!d to the secretaiy of State before Jarruaiy 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adopfion of ne.¥ rules; Agencies must review new rules, with some ~ceptions,. within five years of adoption.. 

ORS 183.405. Although thls requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practiral matter conduct an on-,going review of all adminiStrat1ve rul.es to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require pertodic review rff all rules. 

• Any ruies that are reQUired by a court order or settlement or a dv!l proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any n.des adopting a federal iaw or rule tr; reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislati\lely approved fee ctianges, ORS 183.405{5)[c); and 

. •. Any rules adopted to cared errors or omissions, ORS 1&3.405(5)(<1). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimatE or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 
- - . -· . - . . - - - - . . - - . - - - - . . -- . - - - - ---- . - - - -· -- - -- -

. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-012.-0100 Adopted: 
Cape Peipetua Seabird Protected Area Prohibitions and Allowances 

2012 Comments 
I 

OAR Link: http:f/www.dfw.state.Ot .usfOARs/12.pdf 

. 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
- • . -- -s----. - - . - ------- - . - ----- ---- - ----

comment: Review 
Date/ 

1. Yes. This rule regulates activities ln protected area at Cape Perpetua. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No. 5/30/17 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bil 1510 (2012), by regulating CD 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

---- - . 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Aeling Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. 1he agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

. ----- - --- . -- ... .. . 

1 



Rev·, ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 req<Jires agencies to re;iew a rule not I- than five years after adopting it. Toe 
requi'ement for rev!e\.v does not apply to: 

-~~~~--~---~-----~-------! • Rules already in existence as of January 1,. 2006, or for which. noti:e of propcsed rule maki"ng was 
dell\Elted 1D Ille Secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; Agencies ITI\Jst revie.N new rules,. witll some exceptions,. within five years OC adoption➔ 

ORS l83.405". Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct an on-golng review of all administrative rutes to ensure that 
ru!es remain viable, A1JeOOi rules may afso require periodic review of an rules. 

• Any rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a dvfi proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rues adopting a federal law or rule tr; reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislati>ely approved fee dlanges, ORS t83.405[5)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS_ 183.405(5)(d). 

... When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consicler four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

L . A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided l:Jelow. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date 
635-012-0110 Adopted: 

cascade Head North Marine Protected Area Prohibitions and Allowances 
Comments 2012 

OAR Link: http://www.drw.state.or.us/0ARs/l2.pdf 

. .. . . . - - - . 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don . 

Comment: Review Date/ 
tnitials 

1. Yes. Tos rule regulates activities in protected area at Cascade Head. 
2. No. 5/30/17 
3. No. CD 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bill 1510 (2012), by 

regulating activities in areas designated as marine reseives or protected areas.. 

. - . -- -- - - .. - .. . - - ----

I Director's Office:Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the Review Date/ 
law will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Initials 

6/7 /2017MRH 

I 
I , 

' 

i 
' I . 

-- ---- ------- ---- - ----------- -- ---------- -------- -- -- -- ---- --- ------- . - - - ------- -- ---- -
_i 



·.1 Dev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to""'""' a rule not later than five years after adopting it The 
N requirement fur r,evie.v does not apply to: 

.---------------------------I • Ru!es already in eXistence as of January 1, 2Q06., orforwhidi notice of proposed rue making was 
<lelil,>ered 1'l lire Secretary Of StalE before January 1. 2006; 
" Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adopti,on of new rules; Agencies must revie.it' new rules,. with 9Jme excepoons.,. Within five years of adoptiOn. 

ORS 183.405. Although this requirement appfies oory iD new rules, agencies should as a 
pradirnl matter rnnduct an on-going re\iiew of all administrative r!..!Ses to ensure that 
rules remain viable. AIJer!Of rules may a!so require p,:dodic review of an rules. 

• Any rules that are required Dy a court order or settlement or a <:Ml proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.4-05(5)(b); 
, Any rules adopted ID implement legisiati>ely approved ree d1anges, ORS 183.4□S[5)(c); aoo 
• Any rules adopted ID cnrred: errors or ornissioos, ORS_ 183.405(S)(<l). 

When an agency rev_iews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consicl4'!1'fclur ~c:ifi~factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation inthe a~a provided below .... 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas in the Territorial Sea 
Rule Caption 

OAR: Date Cascade Head West Marine Protected Area Prohibitions and Allowances 
635-012-0130 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: http:[fwww.dfw.state.or.us/OARsfl2.pdf 

. 

L Programand Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
Comment: Review 

Date/ 
1. Yes. This rule regulates activities in protected area at Cascade Head. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No, 5/30/17 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540--195.555 and Oregon Senate Bill 1510 {2012), by regulating CD 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

. -- - - - .. - -- - . - ---- . -- . -- --- --- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - . -- . . . . .. 

I Director's Office: Michael Hanington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 

. 

I , 
·1 

' 
I 

' 

i 

I 



·1 nev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to re,iew a rule not later than five years after adopting it The 
N requiremri fur revle.v does not apply to: 

r---------------------------l • Rules: already in existence as of January 1, 2006, orforwh:ch notice ot proposed. rule malci:ng was 

I 

dell--,,d 11) the Secretary of Stalle before January 1. 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but doe; apply to the adoption of neN rules; Agendes must review new rules,. with s.:ime exceptions,. wtthin five ye:ars of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Although this requ!fement applies onfy to new rules, agencies shoukr as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going revfew of aft admi'n!Strative rules to ensure that 
rules remaITT viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of all rules. 

• Any rues that are required tly a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS l83.405(5)(b); 
, Any rules adopted to implement legisfatively approved ree dlanges, OR5183.4□5[5)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted to correct errors or omissioos, ORS 183.405(5)(d), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must cons_~ _four_s_pecific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine F'rotected Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR; Date 
Rule Caption 

635·012-0140 Adopted: 
cape Falcon West Marine F'rotected Area F'rohibitions and Allowances 

2012 Comments 
OAR Link: htto:[{www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/12.pdf 

.. 
. . I Program and Contact· Fish Division· Cristen Don I 

. . ... 

Comment: Review 
Datej 

1. Yes. This rule regulates activities in protected area at cape Falcon. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No. 5/'30/17 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bill 1510 {2012), by regulating CD 

activities in areas designabed as marine reserves or protected areas. 

. .. . . 

I Direc!Dr's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment! The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6-9-
2017 
MRH 

I 



I Review of New Rules 
Agenctes must renew new rules, with some exceptions,. within. five year5 of adoption. 
ORS 183.405 . .Although l:tis re:ll]i.rernent applies only to new ruts~ agencies sflould as: a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review or- aH admlnistrative rules to er&.1re that 
ru!es remain viable. Agency rules: may also fe.1Uin:: periOOic review of a!! rules. 

ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not later than five years after adoptiflll it. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already fn existence as of January 1r 2006, oriorwhld1 notice of proposal rule making was 
delivered to the secretny of State before January 1- 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does appty to the adoptjon of new ruies; 
• Any rules that are f8:1Uired by a murt order or settlement or a civil proceeding,. ORS 183*405{4); 
• Any rules adoptir19 "federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.4-0S(S)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to inl)fernent legislatively approved fee changes, ORS lB3.405(5)(c); and 
• AA( rules adoptEd to rorrect errors or omissions, ORS 183.40S[S){d]. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? ·· 1 

4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? , 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protec!Ed Areas in the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

635-012-0150 Adopted: - cape Falrorl Siloreside Marine Protected Area Prohibitions and Allowances 

2012 Comments 
OAR Link: http:f/www.dfw.state_or.us/OARs/12.pdf 

- .. . 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 

Comment: Review 
Dat.e/ 

1. Yes. This rule regulates activities in protected area at Cape Falcon. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No. 5/30/17 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate Bil 1510 (2012), by regulating CD 

activities in areas designated as marine reserves or protected areas. 

.. - - - .. .. - - - - . - .. - . . 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not CNer, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2EJ17 ; 

MRH I 

i 
- - - - -- -- --- ----- --- I 



·1 Rev·, ew of New Ru .1 es ORS 183.405 requires agencies to ,..,.,., a rule not lalerlhan five years - adopting It. Toe 
requirement for re'.'iew does not apply to: 

:---'-------'-· __ .c.· ~.c.·~· ·..c·.c.·.c.···e-· ·'---'-----'----I • Rues already ln exislEnce as of .larnJary 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 
delivered to me Secretary of state before January 1. 2006; 
• The amerdment: or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the ad-Option of new rules; Ageru:ieS must review na.v rules~ 'Nitti some exceptions., within five years of adoptiOn. 

ORS 183.405. AJthouqh this requirement applies only tn new rules? agmcies sho!.Dd as a 
practical matter cnnduct an oo-going review of a!! .administrative rutes to ensure that 
rules remain -viable. Agenc.y rures may also require periodic revie\.v of ail rules. 

• Arr/ nJles tflat are requlrej by a court crder OI" settlement or a ct\11I proreeding, ORS 183.405{4); 
• Air, rules ado(mng a federal law or rule by referenae, ORS 1B3. 405(5)(b); 
• Air, rules adopti,j to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• Air, rules adopted to correct errors or omis3ons, ORS 183.4-0S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Di::1 the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiSCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 12 Marine Reserves and Marine Protected Areas In the Territorial Sea 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Unti~ed 
635-012-0160 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Uni::: htt(l:/lwww.dfw.state.or.us[OARsll2.JlQ( 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Cristen Don 
- . - . 

Comment: Review 
Date/ 

1. Yes. This rule darrfies that nothing in OAR 635-012 rules alters or supersedes the rights of any federally recognized Indian Tribe. Initials 
2. No. 
3. No. 5/30/17 
4. Yes. This rule continues to be necessary for implementation of ORS 196.540-196.555 and Oregon Senate BiH 1510 (2012). CD 

Note: The Rule Caption -this sheet says it is "Untitled" - it is actuaDy in the OAR as "Rights of Federaly Recognized Indian Tribes." 
. -I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not CNer, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

rnitials 
6-9-
2017 -
MRH 

- .. 



' 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 re:iuires agencies to review a rule not Jarer-than five years alrer adopting it. The 
requirement fur review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006, or fur which notia, of proposed rule making was 
delivered to the Secrerary ofSrate before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rulesr with scme exceptions, within five years of adoptioo. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does: apply to 1he adoption of new rul~ 
ORS 183.405. Although thls requirement .applies only to ne.v rules~ agencies should as a • Air{ rulesihat are required b'/ a court order or settlement or a dvil proceeding,. ORS 183.4-05(4); 
practical matter conduct an oo1J(ling revie'l,\,' of alt admintstrative rules to ensure that • Arr; rules acklpt:Jng a federal Jaw or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(0); 
rules remain Viable.. Agern:::y rules may al9J require periodic review of an rules. • Ally rules adopted to implement leglslatl\11:!y ,approved fee dianges, ORS 1&3."KJS(S){c); and 

_ • Ally rules adopted to ~ errors or omissions* ORS 1S3.4Q,5{5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specif'ic factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule 7 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary~ 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below . 

. 

Division 500 Rsh Management Plan 

OAR: Dab! 
Rule Caption 

Columbia River Recreational and Commercial Fisheries Management Strategies - Organization of Rules 
635-500-6700 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: htt~:ll\WM.dfw.state.or .us/OARs/500.IJ1! 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones 

Comment: Review 
1. Yes, -6700 provides an outline of which rules deal wth non-tr;bal Columbia River fisheries. Date/ 
2. Unknown Initials 
3. No, the rule is still applicable 
4. Yes. 

. - . . .. - -- --- -

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
-

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law 

I 
Review 

will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 
Initials 

i MRtl 
16/19/2017 

I 



' 

I 

I .
. R. ev·1ew of New Rules ORS183.405requresagendes1Dreviewarulenotla!e!-!hanfiveyeai,;afteradoplinglt.The 

requirement for review doe; not apply to: 
.----------------------~---~I • Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006f or for i,\'lilch not!ce of proposed rule making was 

Agencies must revi€w new rules, 1.V1th some &eeptioos, Within five years of adoptiOn. 
ORS 183.405. Although ths requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
prad:ica[ matter conduct an on-golng review of al administrative ru!es to ,ensure that 
rules remaln viab!e. l@ency rules may also require periodic review of ail rules. 

deli1Jered to the Secretary of state before January 1. 20Cl6; 
• The ame!ldment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rures; 
• MY rules that are requlred by a court order or settlement or a dv!I proceeding, ORS 1S3.405(4}; 
• Any rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 1113.405(5)(b); 
• Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approve:j fee dlimges, ORS 185.4-0S(S)(c); and 
• Any rules adopted to correctemxsor omwons, ORS 183.40S(S)(d), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4, Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

. A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanationjn the area provided below. 

Division 500 Rsh Management Plan 

OAR! Date 
Rule Caption 

635-500-6705 Adopted: 
Guiding Principles for Columbia River Fisheries Management 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw_state.or.us/OARs/500.pdf L - -- - . . - . ... 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tudc::er Jones 

Comment: Review 
1, Yes, the rule provides Columbia RNerf,shelies management guidance for the foreseeable future. Date/ 
2. Unknown Initials 
3. The rule was just modified tn its current state in 2017 
4. Yes 

- --- . .. . . . . 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate tile fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
wiH not require changes in the rule. The rule is stiH neces.sarytD guide f15h management, Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19/'2JJ17 

.. 



Rev.I ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 requires agencies lD re.iew a rule not later than me years after adopting it The 
requirement for revl&l does not apply to: 

~-------------------------'-I • Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006,. or for which notice of proposed rule making was 
-ed to the Secretary of state before January I. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule,. but does apply tot!le adoption of new rules; Agencies: must revielN new rules,. wffli sane exceptions; wi:thm five ye.ars: of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Although this reqlJife!Tlent applies only to new rules,. agencies shoufd as a 
practica! matter conduct an on-going review of all administrative rules to ensure that 
rules remain viabfe. Agency rules may also require periodic ratiew of aH ruies. 

• AA'f rules 1hat are ~d by a court oroer or settlement or a cMl proceeding,. ORS IB3.405(4); 
• MY rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, OR5183.405(5)(b); 
• MY rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 
• liI!y rules adopted to correct errors or omi~ns .. _qRS 183.405(5)(d). _ 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below .. 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR! Date 
Rule Caption 

635-.500-6710 Adopted: Untitled 
Comments 2012 

OAR Link.: htto;Uwww,dfw.state.OLUS[OARs/500.IJQ[ 

l Program and C.ontact:. Fish Division; Tucker Jones 

Conunent: I Review 
1. Yes, the rule directs staff to manage fisheries consistent w1th provisions in OARs 635-500-6715 through -s;765. Date/ 
2. Unknown Initials 
3. No 
4 . Yes 

. . -

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the Review 
law will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

06/19/2017 

. . . --- .. .. ----. - . . .. . 



I n ·ev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.4-05 requires agencies to review a rule ootlalfr than five years after ooopting it. Tue N requirement for review does not apply to: 
__ _ __ __ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ • Ru!es already in existence as of January 11 2006, or for whldi notice of proposed rule making was: 
~--------------------------, delivered to the secretary of S1ate before Jaooary L 2-006; 

Agencies must re\lie\v na'II ru!es, with some except~ witl'lln five years of adoptiOn. 
ORS L83.405. Although this requirement app!1es only to new rules,. agrodes should as a 
~l matter ronduct an on-gomg review a an adminiStrattve rues to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also reQuJre-pertodic re.Jiew of alt rules. 

• The .amendment or repeal of a rue,. but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
• Aily Mes ttiat are required by a cnurt order or S:tl:lement or a civil procee:ing, ORS 183.405(4); 
• AAY rules adopting a federal law or rule by refereflce, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
• /IJly rules adopted to i~ent legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.4-0S(S){c); and 

Any rules adopted to correct errors or omissions_. O~S 18JAOS(5){d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four speciric factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fisral impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

. AYES answer ID any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: ·Date 
Rule Caption 

635-500-6715 Adopted: 
Spling Chinook 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: htto:ljwww.dfw.srate.or.us(OJ\Rs(SOO.pdf 

.... . . 

· 1 Prag a and Contact· Fish DMs1on· Tucker Jones 
. ... 

rm . ' 
comment: Review 

1. Yes, the rule guided spring Chinook fisheries management through the harvest reform transition and continues to provide guidance Date/ 
into the future. Initials 

2. Unknown 
3. The rule was just modified to its current state in 2017 
4. Yes 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the Review 
law will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

06/19/2017 

. ----- - - - - - ---- ----- - - - - - -- -- - - - . - - --- ------- - . 



Revl·ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule not 1a1Er than five years af1B- adopting it. The 
requirement for revle\v does not appfy' to: 

'--~-----------~------------' • Rules already in e:fsteno2: as of January 11 2006, orior V<ktich notice of proposed rule rna,ong \\'aS 
dell\lered to1he Secretary d State before January 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; AgencieS must review ne\'!I rules., With same exceptions, within ff'Je 'feEll'S of adapoon, 

ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies shookl as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review r:ff aR adrrinlstrative rules to ensure 1hat 
rules remain viable. AQenCf rules may ,aOO, require periodic review of all rules. 

• Arfl/ rules that are required by a cnurt order or settlement or a CM proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
• Are{ rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5Xb]; 
• Are{ rules adopted to implement leglslattrel; approved fee changes, ORS l.83.405[5Xc); and 
• Are{ rules adopted to o:irrect errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)( d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 FiSh Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Summer Chinook 635-500-6720 Adopted: 
Comments 2012 

OAR Link: htt11:l/www.drw.state.or.ua,:OARslSOO.(ldf 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tudcer Jones 
. 

Comment: Review 
L Yes, the rufe guided summer Olinook fisheries management through the harvest reform transition period and continues to provide Date/ 

guidance into the future. Initials 
2. Unknown 
3. The rule was just modified to its current state in 2017 
4. Yes 

. 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington 

Comment: The rule has had the intencled effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the lisail impact. Subsequent changes in the Review 
law wil not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

06/19/2IJ17 



- - - --- -- -- - - -- - .. - - ----- ---- -

I Review of New_ Rules 
Oil$ 183.405 requires agencies to Wliew a rule not laterlhan five years after adopting it. The 
requirernerit for review does not apply to: 
• Rules atready in existence as of January 1.., 2006, or for whim notice of proposed rule making 'l.'aS 

delivered to t!1e Secretar; of State before Januar; 1. 2006; 
Agencies must review new rules:1 with some exceptions, Wlthin five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal Df a rule~ but does apply to 1he adoption of new rul:es:; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to nsw rules~ agencies: should as a • Any rules that are required trv a court order or settlement or a dvTI proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practicai matter conduct an on-going review of all administrative rules to ensure that • Any rules adopting a f-ra raw or rule ily refereace, ORS 183..405(5)(h); 
n.1€s remain \liable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of aif rules. • Any rules adcpted to implement legislatively approved fee chaflges, ORS 183.405(5)(c); and 

- -
• Any rules adop!Ed to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)( d ). 

-

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's lisca I impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I __ AYES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. _ 

- - --

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Sockeye 
635-500-6725 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: htt~:/[www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/500.[!Q!' 

I[ Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones 
-

Comment: Review 
1. Yes, the rule guided Sockeye fisheries management through the harvest reform transition period and continues to provide guidanre Date/ 

into the future. Initials 
2. Unknown 
3. The rule was just modified tn 115 current state in 2017 
4. Yes 

i -I Director's Office: Michael Hanington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still neressaiy to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19/2JJ17 

• 



' 

I 

I Rev·1ew of New Ru. les ORS 183,4{)5 requires agencies to re;iew. rule not later than five years after aoopting it The 
requirement for reviev,; does not appt,; to; 

'---~---'-----'---"---'--'----------' • Rules already in ~stence as cf January l, 2006, or for wtud'! notice of proposed: ru!e making was 
dellvered to the Seaetary at Slate before January L 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule; but does apply ro the adoption of new rules; Agencies must raiew new rules, with some exaptions, wittrin five years of adoption. 

ORS 183.405. Although lhs requirement applies only to new rules, agencies should as a 
practical matter conduct on on-going revie'w of a!I administrative ru~s to ensure that 
rules remain viable. Ageocy rules may a!so require periodic review of all rules. 

• AA>/ rules that are requred by a axJrt Drda',.. settlement or a ci>;il proaeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• AA>/ rules adopting a federal law or rule~ reference, ORS 183.405(5](b}; 
• l><iy rules adopted ID implement legislatively ilP!lfO""d fee changes,. ORS !B3.405(5Xc); and 
• AA>f rules adopted ID correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
- - . -- .. . . - -- -

1. Hos the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's f1SCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questi~s requires an explanation in the area pro:vi,ded below. 

Division 500 Fish Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Upright Bright Fall Chinook 
635-SOIJ-6735 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: http:ffwww.dfw.state.or.us/OAAs/500.pdf 

... 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones 

Comment: Review 
1. Yes, the rule guided upriver bright fall Chinook fisheries management through the harvest reform transition period and rontinues to Datef 

provide gu ldance into the future. Initials 
2. Unknown MRH 
3. The rule was just modified to its current state in 2017 6/19]2017 
4. Yes 

. 

I Director'sOffice: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: lhe rule has had the intended effect. lhe agency did net over, or underestimate the flSCal impact. Subsequent changes in the law I Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. . Date/ 

I 
Initials 

MRH 

' 6/ 
' i 
i 
! . . ... 



Re,.,,· ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 retjUires agencies tD review a rule not later than live years after adopting it The 
v requirement for revle\or dc,e,s not apply to: 

;_-'----'---------~------'---'-----'----I • Rutes already in existence as of January 1, 20061 orfur\\!hlch notice of-proposed rule making was 
delivera:I to the 5ecreta!'{of Stlle befure Janua!'{ 1. 2006; 
• The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does appiy to the adoption of new 11.Aes; Agencies must review neY<r rules, with 5Dftie Eteept:ions, wittnn five years of acloptiOn. 

ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to oew rufes, agencies stiould as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of al admlni51rathre rules to ensure that 
rues remain ldable. AgeflCJ rules may also require periodic review of al n.Jes. 

• Any rules that are reQuired by a court order or settlement or .a dvil proceeding,. ORS 1S3.405(4}; 
• Any rules adopting a faleral law or rule by reference. ORS 183.405(5)(t>); 
• Any rules acq,ted to implement legislatively approved ree dii!nges, ORS 183,405(5)(c); and 
• Arr; rules aoopted to correct errors or omissions, _ORS 183.40S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had Its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I _AYES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Rsh Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Coho 635-500-6740 Adopted: 
Comments 2012 

OAR Link: httg:llwww.dfw.state.or.us[OARslSOO.~f 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones 
. 

Commenc Review 
1. Yes, the rule guided Coho fisheries management through the harvest reform transition period and continues to provide guidance into the Date/ 

future lnitials 
2. Unknown 
3. The rule was just modified to its current state in 2017 
4. Yes 

I DirectlJr's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Direct 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is stm necessary to guide fish management Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19/2017 

. - .. . - ------ ..... 

~----------"'-'· 



. 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to reviev.' a rule not later than: five years after adopting it. The 
requirement for - does not apply to: 
• Rules: already in existence as of January 1, 2006r or for wll!ch notke of proposed rule making was 
delivered to 1he Se::retary-0f stnte befcre January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must re/iew new rules, with some exceptions., within five years of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does appt; tD the .&loplJon of new rules; 
ORS 183.405.. Although this requirement awnes only to ne.v rules, agencies sliOI.Jd as a • Any rules that are required by a oowt on:Jeror settlement or a civil proceemng~ ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matta- conduct an on-going rev!eW of ail administrative rules to ensure that • Any rules adopting a fede@l law or rule by re(ereroa, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viatle. Agency rules may also require perioclic review of ail rules. • Any rules adopted to implement legislatvet; approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5J(c); and 

• Arry rules adopted to correct errors or omissions, ORS 183.4DS{S)(d]. 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
-

L Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Flsh Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

635-500-6745 Adopted: 
Chum 

Comments· 2012 
OAR Link: htto: //www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/500.pdf 

.. 

I Program and Contact: fish Division; Tucker Jones 

Comment: Review 
L Yes, the rule guided Chum salmon fisheries management through the ha,vest reform transition period and continues to provide Date} 

guidance into the future. Initials 
2. Unknown 
3, The rule was just modified to its current state in 2017 
4, Yes 

.. . ... - - -- - -- . -- .... ... 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect, The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal [mpact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is stiD necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
HRH 

6!19/2017 

-
. - . . . .. -



' 

Revl·ew of New Ru I es ORS 183.405 requires agencies ID review a rule not 1atEr lhan five years oftet- adopting it. The 
requirement for rev1ew does not apply to: 

'-----'------'------~---------~----' • Rules already ITT exf5tence as of January 11 2006, orior V<k!idi notice of proposed rule making 'Was 
deli\/ered to1he secretary of state IJeforeJanuary 1. 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to ttie adoption of new rules; Agencies must review n&f ru!es1 with some exceptions, wlthin ff'J€ vears o1 adoption, 

ORS 183. 4115. Altllough this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies shoold as a 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of a!! administrative ru!es to en&ne that 
rules remain viable, J..J;jenc/ rules may aro require periodic review of all rules. 

• HT'f rules that are rEQ!Jired by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding,. OHS 183.405( 4); 
• Arr{ rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.4ll5(5)(b]; 
• Arry rules adopted to implement legislativefy al)!lrO'led fee changes, ORS l83.405(5Xc); and 
• Arry rules adopted to o:irrect eirors or omissions, ORS 183.405(5)( d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 
2, Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 

~. Do subsequent changes in the law reqLire a change in the rule? 
4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Ash Management f'lan 

OAR, Date 
Rule caption 

63S-5oo-6750 Adopted: 
White Sturgeon 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: htti;rL£www.dfw_state.or.u:;i'.OARsl500.i:;df 

! l'rogram and Contact: Fish Division; TudcerJones . 

Comment: I Review ' 
1. Yes, the rule White Sturgeon fisheries management through tlle harvest reform transition period and continues to provide guidance ' Date/ 

into the future. Initials 
2. Unknown 
3. The rule was just modified to its current state in 2017 
4. Yes 

I Director's Offioe: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is stil necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

. 

6/19/20lJ 



I 

Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS 183.405 requires agencies to - • rule nat later than five years after adopting it The 
requirement fur review dee; not apply to: 

~--------------------------I • RIAes already in existence as of January- 1., 2006, or for whidl notice of proposed rule making was 

Agencies must revie-N new rule5y with some excepiions, wttrun five years of adoption. 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agendes should .as a 
practiG3! matter conduct an on-gOing review of all administrati\'e rules to ensure that 
rules remafn viable. J.J;,enq rules may also require periodic review of all rules. 

delivered lD Ille Secretary of State before January L 2006; 
• Toe amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption cf' oew rules; 
• My rules tllatare required' by a court order or settlement or a ti\111 proceeding, ORS 183.405(4); 
• AA'{ rules aoopting a feceral law or rule by reference, ORS 183.'l05(5Xb); 
• Arr'{ rules adopted ID implement legislatively approved fee manges, ORS 183.'!05(5](c); and 
• AA'{ rules adopted ID correct errors or omi"5ions, ORS 11l3.40S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fJSCal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Fish Management f>lan 

OAR: Date 
Rule caption 

635-500-6755 Adopted: 
Additional Commercial Opportunity 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: http :l(www.dfw.state.or.us/OARslSOO.mlf 

-
·I Program and Contact:: Ash Division; Tucker Jones 

Comment: Review 
1. Yes, it has provided guidance on when additional non-tribal commercial fishing opportunity may be granted. Date/ 
2. Unknown Initials 
3. No, although somewhat redundant to language contained in OARs 635-50(H;715 through -6750 the rule continues to be pertinent and to 

provide explicit guidance on when additional commercial opportunity shaU be considered, 
4, Yes. 

. . . . ... .. . -- - -

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the flSCal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Dam/ 

Initials 

---- - - --- -- . . . ... . . .... -· - ---- -- --- - - - ' . 



I Review of New Rules 
ORS Ll!3.405 requires agencies to review a rule not latEr than five years after adopting t. The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of January 1., 2006, or for whidi notice of proposed rule making was 
delivera:I to 1lle secretary of State before January 1. 2006; 

AgeOCles mu51:: review new rules, with some exceptiOns~ witflin five yeaTE crf adoption. • Toe amer<lment or repeal af a rule, llut does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Allncugh this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies shoud as a • AA'f rules that are required by a mwt rxderor settlement or a civil proceeding~ ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-g;ring review of afl administrative rules to ensure tfiat: • Any rules adopting• federal law or rule by ,-.nee, ORS 183.405{5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rues may also require periodic reviev of all rules. • Any rules adopted to implerne,,t legislatively approved ree changes, ORS 1B3.405(5)(c); and 

• Any rules ~ to correct ~rrors or: ~onss QRS 1_83.405(.~:X d) . . . . . . . 
When an agency reV1ews a new rule under this proV1S1on, the agency must consider four specific factors: 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

-

I A YES answer to any of tile above questions requires an explanation in the ar~ provided below. -

Division 500 Flsh Management Plan 

OAR: Date 
Rule Caption 

Fal Recreational Rshery Otljectives 
635-500-6760 Adopted: 

C.Omments 2012 
OAR Link: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/500.pdf 

- --

[ Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones 

Comment: Review 
1. It would seem that there have been unintended consequences to OAR 635-500-6760. In years when Labor Day is late, e.g., 9/7/2015, Date/ 

it adds extra required days at a very impact intensive time. It also makes it difficult to add time to recreational fisheries if they under Initials 
perform. It would seem policy guidance from the OFWC, with adaptive management language, instead of a proscriptive rule would 
better capture the intent. 

2. Unknown. 

' 3. No, this rule is still ronsistent with O:Jlumbia River Harvest reform 
4. In its current state a modification may be in order (see bulet #1) 

- -I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. SUtisequent changes in the law Review 
will not require changes in the rule. Toe rule is still necessary to guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 
MRH 

6/19}2017 

- - ---



.I Rev·1ew of New Rules ORS183.405requiresagencles!oreviewa rulenotlarerthanfiveyearsafteradoptingit The 
requirement for reviev does not apply to; 
,. Rules already in e.-4steoce as of January l, 2006, or for w!iich notice of pm posed ru!e making was: .---------------------------! dellvered tn the Secret,ry of Sl3te before January l. 2006; 

Agencies must re\Jiew !1eW" rules,. wJth some exceptions, wil:hm five years of adoption. .. The amendment or repeal of a rule,. but dee apply to the adoption of new n.Jtes; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, ageOOes shculd as a .. Arry rules that are reqUred by a court order or settlement or a cM! proceedir;g, ORS 183.405(4); 
practi,caf matter rondi.rt an on-going review of all .administrative rules to ensure that • Arr'/ rules ado_ptlng a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405{5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of all rules. • My rules adopted ID implement legislativelv c!)llfOvetf fee changes, ORS l!l3.'l05(5Xc); and 

_ • M>f rules adopted t,o cor_red: errors or omi5fil005, ~ 1S3_.405(5)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consicler four specific factors: 
.. 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change In the rule? 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 

I A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

Division 500 Ftsh Managemert Plan 

OAR: Date Rule caption 
Adaptive Management 635-500-6765 Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Link: httg:[lwww.dfw.state.or.!!a£OARsl500.QQ!' 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tucker Jones 
-

Comment: Review 
1. Yes, the adaptive management ,irovisions have allowed the department to optimize fisheries when conditions allowed while still Date/ 

remaining within ESA and US v OR catch balance constraints Initials 
2. Unknown 
3. No 
4. Yes 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
-----

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law Review 
w~I not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary t.o guide fish management. Date/ 

Initials 

- - --- --- - - - - ---



I 

- - - . -- . . . - . 

I-
R _____ e __ V_ i e ___ W __ - of_ -N_ e_ -w R_ - -_u_ 1_ e_ S_ ~~u1r1!'1rr!:r~:, i= ~=':: a rule not later than five years after adoptin!J iL Toe 
'.==~~~~~~~~-~~~~~-~~~=~~~-~~1 • Rules already in existence as of January 1, 2006£ orfor"h:ch notice or proposed rule making was 

delivered lo the Secretaiy r:ff Stale before Jaooaiy 1. 2005; 
Agencie.s must revieW new rules, witn some ,exceptions, within five year5 of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a ru!e, but does apply to the aOCJption of re,y rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules., agencies should as a • Any rules that are required by a court order or settlement or a civil proceeding,. ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter mnduct an on-going review of aU administratWe rules to ensure ttiat • Any rules adopting a federal la\\• or nEe by reference1 ORS 183.40S(S)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periOOic review- of an rul.es. • Any rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee dlanges; ORS 183.405{5)(c); and 

_ __ _ _ • Any rules adopted lo com,:t errors or omissions, ORS 183.40S(S)(d). 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four ~ific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
Yes Yes 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule colltinue to be necessary? 
No Yes 

A YES answerto any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

. -- -- - - -- - --- -

Division 4 Commercial Fisheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Division S Commercial Sheffish F,shery 

OAR: 
Date 

Division 6 Commercial Gear; Licenses, Poundage Fees, Records, and Reports 
See attached 

list Adopb!d: 
C.Omments 2012 

O11.R Links: http:l/www.dfw_state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 
htto:[1www.dfw.state.or .u:;LOl!.Rs/05.odf 
htto:llwww.dfw.state.or.us/01!.!!,g06.ll!Jf 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 
--- -



Comment: All of the rule numbers in the atl&hed fist were adopted as part of a comprehensive reorganization of the non-salmon and shelf!Sh 
commercial fisheries rules in Divisions 004, 005, and 006, adopted by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission (Commission} in June 2012. The 
express intent of this action was to improve darfty and mnsistency of interpretation of commercial fishing regulations, while not changing the 
intent or practical €ffect of the rules. Rules were organized by f!Shery, for which definitions were adopted, such that the regulations for a given 
fishery would be found together in a fishery section to the degree IX)ssible. Therefore, none of the rules adopted through this process were 
"'new" in the sense of creating new requirements or restrictions for commercial fishing. Rather, the new rules were either: 

1) Part of a pre-existing rule that was reorganized into multiple new rules; 
2) Part of a pre-existing rule that was moved from one Division ID another; 
3) Organizational, for ex.ample OAR 635-0!J+0200 is a table of contents for Division 004; 
4) Descriptive, for example defining which species each set of rules under the new organization applies to; or 
5) O-OSS-referencing, for example 635-004-0205 references general licensing requirements contained in DivlsiOn 006 and Oregon Revised 

Statutes. 

These rules had their intended effect, in that commercial regulations for a given fishery have been easier to locate and interpret since the 
reorganization oosed on feedback from ODFW staff, Oregon state Police, and the public. 

Three subsequent changes in the commercial fishing laws (Oregon Revised Statutes) required changes to thirteen of the rules adopted as part of 
the reorganization. Each rule and the specific legislation requiring change is identified in the comment field of the attached list. Oregon House 
Bill 3632 (2013) changed personal property laws related to crab pots and directed the Commission and ODFW to develop a program for IX)St
season recovery of derelict crab pots. Oregon House Bill 4049 (2014) changed the law regarding authority to revoke or refuse to issue 
Dungeness crab permits, and modified restrictions on permit transfers. Oregon Senate Bil 247 (2015} changed statutory fees for several 
commercial fishing permits. 

These rules continue to be necessary for the regulation and management of commercial ftsheries. Because mcst non-salmon commercial fishery 
rules were affected by the reorganization, commercial fisheries would be largely unregulated without these rules. 

I Director's Office: Mike Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 
- - - -

Comment: The rule has had the Intended effect. The agency did not over, or underestimate the fiscal impact. subsequent changes in the law 
will not require changes in the rule. The rule is st,11 necessary to guide fish management. 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 

5/23/17 
TB 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
6-19-
2017 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery mies reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlfe 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
612012 635-005-0855 Crayfish Fishery -

Fishery Defined 

612012 635-~75 Protection of Females Not a new rule, renumbered 

612012 635-005-0890 Oyster Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0895 Add ifional License Requirement 

6/2012 635-005-0915 Squid Fishery -
Fishery Deiined 

6/2012 635-005-0920 Market Squid Fishery 

612012 635-005-0925 Market Squid Harvest Guideline 

612012 635-005--0930 logbook Required 

-
6/2012 635-005-0935 Octopus Fishery -

Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0940 Logbook Required 

Division 6; Commercial Fisheries Commercial Gear; Licenses, 
Poundage Fees, Records and Reports 

6/2012 635-006-0209 Fish Dealer Records and Reports • 
Sorting Required 



List of new rules adopted as part of the mmmercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, lune 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font} Review comment 
6'2012 635-005-0790 Sea Urchin Fishery· 

Fishery Defined 

6'2012 635-005-0795 Requirement for Sea Urchin and Sea Cucumber Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0800 Permit Fee Subsequent change in Jaw (SB 
247, 201Sl required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635--005-0805 Eligibility Requirement for a Permit 

6/2012 635--005-0810 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Perm its 

6,/2012 635--005-0815 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005-0820 Renewal of Permit Subsequent change in law (SR 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635·005-0825 Lottery for Limi1ed Entry Sea Urchin and Sea Cucumber Permits Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0830 T ransieratiility ol Perm Its 

6/2012 635-005-0835 Logbook required 

6/2012 635-005-0845 Prohibitions 

6/2012 635-005-0850 Size and Catch Limits 



List of new rules adopted as part of the conunerdal fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red fonO Review comment 
6i2012 635-005-0715 Transferabiity of Permits 

61.2012 635-005-o720 Other Shellfish and Marine Invertebrate Section -
Organization of Rules 

612012 635-005-0725 Weathervane Scallop Fishery -
Fishery Defmed 

612012 635-005-0730 Additional L~se Requirement 

612012 635-005-0735 Requirement for Weathervane Scallop Permit 

6/2012 635-005-07 40 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-07 45 Bigibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0750 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits 

612012 635-005-0755 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005-0760 Renewal of Permit 

6/2012 635--005-0765 Lottery for Limitecl Entry Weathervane &allop Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0770 Transferability of Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0775 Logbook required 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, lune 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0605 Renewal o1 Permit Subsequent change in Jaw (SB 

247, 2015} required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-061 0 Lottery for UmItecl Entry Pink Shrlmp Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0615 Transferabitity of Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0620 Log book Required 

6/2012 635-005-0650 Spot and Coonstripe Slvimp Fisheries -
Fishery Defined 

6'2012 635-005-0675 Logbook Required 

. 

6/2012 635-005-0680 Brine Shrimp Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0685 Requirement for Brine Shrimp Penn it 

6/2012 635-005-0690 Pennit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0695 Eligibility Requirements 1or a Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0700 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005-0705 Renewal of Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0710 Lottery for Limited Entry Brine Shrimp Penn its 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by tile Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule tiHe {section headers ln red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0515 Size and Sex 

. 
6/2012 635-005-0520 Red Rock, Box, Tanner, and Other Crab Fisheries • 

Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0525 Permits Required for Red Rock and Box Crab 

12/2006 635-005-0555 Incidental Catch Limits Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

12/2008 635-005-0560 Tanner Crab Notlicalion of Activity Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

6/2012 635-005-0565 Logbook Required 

6'2012 635-005-0570 Shrimp Section -
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-005-0575 Pink Shrimp Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0580 Requirement fur Pink Shrimp Perm it 

6/2012 625-005-0585 Permit Fee Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6f2012 635-005-0590 Eligibility Requiremenis for a Permit 

6/2012 635-005--0595 Revocalion and Refusal to Issue Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0600 Review of Denials 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0420 Revoca1ion and Refusal to Issue Permits Subsequent change in law (HB 

4{149, 2014 l required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0425 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005-0430 Renewal of Permit Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015} required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0435 Lottery tor Limited Entry Ocean Dungeness Crab Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0440 Transferability of Perm its Subsequent change in law (HB 
4{149, 2014} required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0445 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0450 Vessel length Modification in Ocean Dungeness Crab Fishery 

6/o012 635-005-0480 Dungeness Crab Buoy Tag and Gear Marking Requirements 

6/2012 635-005-0485 Dungeness Crab Gear Prohibitions 

6/2012 635-005-0490 Derelict Dungeness Crab Gear 

6/2012 635-005-0SOO Bay and Estuary Dungeness Crab Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0510 Fishing Gear 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commerdal fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adnnted OAR number Rule title lsection headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0345 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0360 Subtidai Clams lor Bait 

6/2012 635-005-0365 Intertidal Animal, Mussel and Clam Commercial Fisheries• 
Fisheries Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0370 Permit Required 

6/2012 635-005-0375 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0380 RshingGear 

6/2012 635-005-0385 Size Limit 

6/2012 635-005-0390 ctams and Mussels for Bait 

6/2012 635-005-0395 Crab Section 
Organization of Rules 

6/2.012 635-005--0400 Ocean Dungeness Crab Fishery· 
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-D41l5 Requirement for Ocean Dungeness Crab Permit 

6,/2012 635-005-0410 Permit Fee Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0415 Bigibilrty Requiremen1s for a Permit 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title [section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/'2012 635-005-0260 Closed Seasons and Areas 

6/'2012 635-005-0265 Bail Reslrictions 

6/'2012 635-005-ll270 Same Trip Recreational and Commercial Fishing - When Unlawful 

6/'2012 635-005-ll275 Rshing Gear 

6/'2012 635-005--0280 Clam and Intertidal Section· 
Organization of Rules 

61'2012 635-005--0305 Bay Clam Dive Fisttery -
Fishery Defined . 

6/'2012 635-005--0310 Requirement for Bay Clam Dive Permit 

6/'2012 635-005--0315 Permit Fee 

6/'2012 635-005--0320 Eligibility Requiremems fur a Permit 

6/'2012 635-005--0325 Review of Denials 

&'2012 635-005-0330 Renewal of Permit 

&12012 635-005-0335 Lottery for Limited Entry Bay Clam Dive Permits 

6/'2012 635-005-0340 Transferability of Permits 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adnnted OAR number Rule title fsection headers in red fontl Review comment 
612012 635-005-0855 Crayfish Fishery -

Fishery Defined 

612012 635-005-0875 Protection of Females Not a new rule, renumbered 

6/2012 635-005-0890 Oyster Fishery -
Fishery Deiined 

612012 635-005-0895 Additional License Requirement 

612012 635-005--0915 Squid Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

612012 635-005-0920 Market Squid Fishery 

6/2012 635-005-0925 Market Squid Haivest Guideline 

6/2012 635-005-0930 logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0935 Octopus Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 63S-005-0940 Logbook Required 

Division 6; Commercial Fisheries Commercial Gear; Licenses, 
Poundage Fees, Records and Reports 

6/2012 635-006-0209 Fish Dealer Records and Reports -
Sorting Required 



List of new roles adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

AdoDted OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/'2012 635-005--0790 Sea Urchin Fishery -

Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0795 Requirement for Sea Urchin and Sea Cucumber Permit 

6/2012 635-005--0800 Permit Fee Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

612012 635-005-0805 Eligi biiity Requirement for a Permit 

612012 635-005-0810 Revocation and Refusal 10 Issue Perm its 

6/'2012 635-005-0815 Review of Denials 

6/'2012 635-005-0820 Renewal o1 Permit Subsequen1 change in law (SB 
247, 20151 required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0825 Lottery for Limited Entry Sea Urchin and Sea Cucumber Permits Subsequentchangeinlaw(SB 
247, 20151 required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0830 T ransferabitity of Perm its 

6/2012 635-005-0835 Log book required 

6/2012 635-005-0845 Prohibitions 

6/2012 635-005-0950 Size and Catch Limits 



List of new rules adopted as part: of the connnercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fistl and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adnnted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0715 Transferabiity ot Permits 

6/2012 635-005-11720 Other Shellfish and Marine lnvertebra1e Section -
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-005-(1725 Weathervane Scallop Fishery • 
Fishe,y Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0730 Additional License Requirement 

6/2012 635-005-0735 Requirement for Weathervane Scallop Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0740 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0745 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-005-IJ750 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits 

612012 635-005-0755 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005·0760 Renewal of Permit 

6/2012 635--005·0765 Lottery for Limtted Ent,yWeatheivane Scallop Perrni1s 

6/2012 635-005-0770 Transferability of Perm its 

6/2012 635-005-0775 Logbook required 



List of new rules adopted as part of the mmmercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, lune 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red fonll Review comment 
6/2012 635-0()5.0605 Renewal of Permit Suhsequent change in law (SB 

247, 2015} required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0610 Lottery for Lim 1ted Entry Pink Shrimp Perm its 

6/2012 635-005-0615 T ransferahifity ol Perm Its 

6/2012 635-005-0620 logbook Required 

6/2012 635-0()5.0650 Spot and Coonstripe Shrimp Fisheries -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-0()5.0675 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635--0()5.0680 Brine Shrimp Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0685 Requirement for Brine Shrimp Permit 

6.f2012 635-005-0690 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0695 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0700 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005-0705 Renewal of Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0710 Lottery for Limited Entry Brine Shrimp Permits 



list of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Revie.v comment 
&.'2012 635-005-0515 Size and Sex 

612012 635-005-0520 Red Rock, Box, Tanner, and Other Crab Fisheries -
Fishe,y Defined 

612012 635-005-0525 Permits Required for Red Rock and Box Crab 

1212008 635-005-0555 Incidental Catch Limits Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

12f200B 635-005-0560 Tanner Crab Notification of Activity Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

612012 635-005-0565 Logbook Required 

612012 635-005-0570 Sruimp Section -
Organization of Rules 

612012 635--005-0575 Pink Shrimp Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0580 Requiremenlfor Pink Shrimp Permit 

6/2012 625-005-0585 Permit Fee Subsequentchangeinlaw[SB 
247, 2015) nequired change in 
rule 

612012 635-005-0590 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

612012 635-005-0595 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits 

612012 635-~00 Review of Denials 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

AdoDted OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font} Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0420 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits Subsequent change in law (HB 

4049, 20141 required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0425 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005-0430 Renewal of Permit Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
ruie 

6/2012 635-005-0435 Lot!eryfor Limited Entry Ocean Dungeness Crab Pennits 

6/2012 635-005-0440 Transferabifity of Permits Subsequent change in law (HB 
4049, 20141 required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0445 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0450 Vessel Length Modification in Ocean Dungeness Crab Fishery 

6Mi012 635-005-0480 Dungeness Crab Buoy Tag and Gear Marking Requirements 

~ 

6/2012 635-005-0485 Dungeness Crab Gear Prohibitions 

6/2012 635-005-0490 Derelict Dungeness Crab Gear 

6/2012 635-005-0500 Bay and Estuary Dungeness Crab Fishery-
Rshery Defined 

6/21)12 635--005-0510 Flshing Gear 



----. . 

I Review of New Rules 
ORS l63.405 requires agencies 1n review a rule not later tllan live years after adopting it The 
requirement for re\Jiei.v does not apply to: 

- . - - . .. - - . - - .. • Rules a!reacty in enstence as of January 1.,. 2006 .. or for whictt nonce cf propc;a:I ruie rnakl'lg was 

I 
--

;Je!Jvere:l to the secretary of State before Janua,y 1. 2006; 
Agencies must reviev new rues, with some ~on~ within five years of adoption, • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183,405, Although this requiranent app!iES onty to new rules, agencies should as a • fl.r-r rules ttiat are require;J by a court order or seltl€ment or a ci>,il proceeding, ORS 163.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of all adrninlstralive rules ro ensure that • MY rules adopting a federal law OT rule by refereooe, ORS lll3.405(5)(b); 
rules re.main viable. Agenq rules may also require periodic revieW of al! rules. • My rules adopted to implement legislatively approved fee changes, ORS 183.4()5(5)(c); and 

. . • Nrf_ rules adopt~d to rorrect errof? or omi.5sions" ORS 183.405(5Xd). _ 
. -

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provisionr the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 
Yes 

3. Do subsequent changes in the law require a change in the rule? 
Yes 

2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 
No 

4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 
'Yes 

. - ----- --- - ------------

_ .. A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

--- ------ -- - ----- - -------- - ------ ---- --- -- ---- ----- -- - --- -------- --- ----- - --------- - - .... - - ---- ----- . ---- -- -- - - - - - - . -- -----· -

Division 4 Commercial F!sheries other Than Salmon or Shellfish 
Division 5 Commercial Shellfish Rshery 

OAR: 
Date 

Division 6 Commercial Gear; Lia,nses, Poundage Fees, Records, and Reports 
See attached Adopted: 

list Comments 2012 
OAR Linl<s: http:f/www.dfw.stite.or.usfOARsf04.pdf 

http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/05.pdf 
http:l/www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/06.pdf 

- -t Program_and C.ontact: Fish Division; Troy Buen 
- .. - -------

--

-

---- -



comment: All of the rule numbers in the attached fist were adopted as part of a comprehensive reorganization of the non-salmon and shellfish 
corrmercial fisheries rules in Divisions 004, 005, and 006, adopted by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission (Commissirn) in June 2012. The 
express intent of this action was to improve datity and consistency of interpretation of commercial fishing regulations, while not changing tll.e 
intent or practical effect of the rules. Ru!es were organized by fishery, for which definitions were adopted, such that the regulations for a given 
fishery would be found together in a f1Shery section to the degree possible. Therefore, none of the rules adapted through this process were 
"new" in the sense of creating new requirements or restrictions for commercial fishing. Rather, the new rules were either: 

1) !>art of a pre-existing rule that was reorganized into multiple new rules; 
2) !>art of a pre-existing rule that was moved from one Division to another; 
3) Organizational, for example OAR 635--004-0200 is a table of contents for Division 004; 
4) Descriptive, for example defining which species each set of ruies under the new organization applies to; or 
5) Cross-referencing, for example 635-004-0205 references general licensing requirements contained in Division 006 and Oregon Revised 

Stalli!Es. 

These rules had their intended elfect, in that commercial regulations for a given fishery have been easier to locate and interpret since the 
reorganization based on feedback from ODFW staff, Oregon State Police, and the public. 

Three subsequent changes in the commercial fishing laws (Oregon Revised Statutes) required changes to thirteen of the rules adopted as part of 
the reorganization. Each rule and the speciflC legislation requiring change is identified in the comment field of the attached lisL Oregon House 
Bill 3632 (2013) manged personal property laws related to c@b pots and directed the Commission and ODFW to develop a program for post
season recovery of derelict crab pots. Oregon House Bill 4049 (2014) changed the law regarding authority to revoke or refuse to issue 
Dungeness crab permits, and modified restrictions on permit transfers.. Oregon Senate Bill 247 (2015) changed statutory fees for several 
commercial fishing permits, 

These rules continue to be necessary for the regulation and management of commercial fishelies. Because most non-salmon commercial fishery 
rules were affected by the reorganization, commercial fisheries would be largely unregulated without these rules. 

Director's Office: 

comment: 

Review 
Dar£/ 

Initials 

5/23/17 
TB 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Ad-ted OAR number Rule tiUe (section headers in red fontl Review comment 
6/2012 635-004-02DO General Regulations -

Organization 

6/2012 635-004-0205 Licensing Requirements 

6/2012 635-004-0210 Authority of Enforcement in Fishery Conservalion Zone and Exclusive 
Economic Zone 

6/2012 635-004-0230 Same Trip Recreational and Commercial Fishing -When Unlawful 

6/2012 635-004-0270 Groundfish Sections-
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-004-0275 Scope, Inclusion, and Modification of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635-004-0285 Trawl and Fixed Gear Groundfish Fisheries -
Fisheries Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0300 Black Rockfish, Blue Rockfish and NearShore Fishery -
Requirement for Blaok Rockfish/ Blue Rocklish/ Nearshore Fishery 
Permit 

612012 635--004-0305 Permit Fee Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

612012 635-004-0310 Bigibili1y Requiremen1s for a Permit 

6'2012 635--004-0315 Re~ew of Denials 

612012 635-004-0320 Renewal of Permit Subsequentchangeinlaw(SB 
2.47, 2015) required change in 
rule 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fisll and Wildlife 
Commission, lune 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
"'2012 635-004-0325 Lottery for Limited Entry Black Rockfish/Blue Rockfish/ Nearshore 

Rshery Permits 

6f2012 635-004-0330 Transferabifity ol Permits 

6f2012 635-004-0335 Log book Required 

6/2012 635-004-0350 Harvest Guidelines and Landing Caps 

6/2012 635-004-0355 Trip Limits 

6/2012 635-004-0370 Coastal Pelagic and Smelt Species Section -
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-004-0375 Scope, Inclusion and Modifications of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635-004-0380 Sardine Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0385 Requirement for Sardine Permit . 

6/2012 635-004-0390 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-004-0395 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-004-0400 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-004-0405 Renewal of Permit 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganizatioll by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012, 

-

Adonted OAR number Rule title tsection headers in red font\ Review comment 
6'2012 635-004-0410 Lottery1or limited Entry Sardine Permi1s 

-

612012 635-004-0415 Transferability of Permits 

612012 635-004--0420 Log Book Required 

412009 635-004-0430 Sardine Catching Vessel 

612012 635-004-0445 Inland Waters Herring Fishery-
Fishery Deiined 

612012 635-004-0455 Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Fishery-
Fishery Deiined 

6/2012 635-004-6460 Requirement tor Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Permit 

612012 635-004-6465 Permit Fee 

612012 635-004-0470 Bigibility Requirements for a Permit 

612012 635-004-0475 Revocation and Refusal lo Issue P€fmits 

6/2012 635-004-0480 Review of Denials Subsequent change in law (HS 
3632, 2013) required .:hange in 
rule 

6/2012 635-004-0485 Renewal of Permit Subsequent change in law (HB 
3632, 2013) required change in 
rule 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title lsection headers in red font) Review comment 
612012 635-00-90 Lottery tor Limited Entry Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Permits 

6121l12 635-004-0495 Transferability of Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0500 YaquinaBay 

6/2012 635-004-0505 Roe-Herring Season and Harvest Limit 

612012 635-004-0510 Pacific Ocean Herring Season -
Fishery Defined 

612012 635-004-0515 Pacific ocean Herring Season Not a new rule, renumbered 

6/2012 635-004-()525 Anchovy Ashery • 
Fishery Defined 

512009 635-004-0530 Inland Waters Anchovy Fishery Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

6/2012 635-004-0540 Smelt F,shery -
Fishery Defined 

612012 635-004-0550 Highly Migratory Species Section -
Organization or Rules 

612012 635-004-0555 Scope, Inclusion, and Modifications of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

612012 635-004-0560 Albacore Tuna Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0565 License Required 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font) Review comment 
612012 635•004-0570 Exemr>tion to Far Offshore Fishery Restrcion 

612012 635-004-0575 Other Fmfish Section -
Organization ot Rules 

612012 635-00<HISBO Fishery Defined 

6.'2012 635-004-11585 Scope, Inclusion, and Modifications of Pacific Halibut Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

612012 635-004-0590 Coastal Rivers Shad Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

612012 635-004-0610 Hagfish fisheiy-
Fishery Def111ed 

12/2009 635-004-0615 Pacific Hagfish Harvest Guideline Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

12/'2009 635-00<Hl620 Fishing Gear Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

-
6/2012 635-004-0625 logbook Required 

6/2012 635-004-0630 Sturgeon Fisher,, -
Rshery Defined 

6/2012 635--004-0650 Surfperch Fishery - -Rshery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0655 Closed Season 

6/2012 635-004-0660 Minor Finfish FiSheries -
Fishery Defined 



Ust of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wiklife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6f2012 635-004-0665 Minor Fi nlish Species 

6f2012 635-004--0670 Log Book Required 

6f2012 635-004-0675 Intertidal Animal Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0680 Perm ii Required 

6/2012 635-004-0685 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-004-0690 Logbook Required 

Division 5; Commercial Shellfish and Marine Invertebrate 
Fisheries 

6/2012 635-005-0225 Organization 

6/2012 635-005-0230 Licensing Requirements 

6/2012 635-005-0235 Aulllorily of Enforcement in Fishery Conservation Zone and Exclusive 
Economic Zone 

6/2012 635-005-0245 Commercial Shelffish and Intertidal Animal Harvest Permit Required 

6/2012 635-005--0250 PenmitFee 

612012 635-005--0255 Additional License Requirements 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. · 

Adopted OAR number Rule title !section headers in red fontl Review comment 
612012 635-005-0260 Closed Seasons and Areas 

612012 635-005-0265 Bait Restrictions 

612012 635-005-0270 Same Trip Recreational and Commercial Fishing -When Unlawful 

6/2012 635-005-0275 Fishing Gear 

6/2012 635-005-0280 Clam and lntenidal Section -
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-005-0305 Bay Clam Dive Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6'2012 635-005-0310 Requirement for Bay Clam Dive Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0315 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0320 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

-

6/2012 635-005--0325 Review of Denials 

6.12012 635-005-0330 Renewal of Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0335 Lottery for limited Entry Bay Clam Dive Permits -

6/2012 635-005-0340 Trans!erablltty of Permits 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adoomd OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font) Review comment 
6f2012 635-005-0345 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0360 Subtidal Clams for Bait 

6/2012 635-005-0365 Intertidal Animal, Mussel and Clam Commercial Fisheries -
Fisheries Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0370 Permit Required 

-

6/2012 635-005-0375 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0380 Fishing Gear 

612012 635-0(&0385 Size Limit 

6/2012 635-005-0390 Clams and Mussels for Bait 

6/2012 635-005-0395 Crab Section 
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-005-0400 Ocean Oungeness Crab Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0405 Requirement for Oceen Dungeness Grab Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0410 Permit Fee Subsequent change in Jaw [SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0415 Eligibifity Requirements for a Permit 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fisheFY rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font} Review comment 
612012 635·005-0420 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits Subsequent change in law (HB 

4049, 2014) required change in 
rule 

612012 635-005-0425 Review of Denials 

6l2012 635-005-0430 Renewal of Perm il Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

61'2012 635-005-0435 Lottery lor Lim~ed Entry Ocean Dungeness Crab Permits 

612012 635·005-0440 Transferability of Permits Subsequent change in law (HB 

- 4049, 2014} required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0445 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0450 Vessel Length Modification in Ocean Dungeness Crab F,shery 

6f6012 63&-005-0480 Dungeness Crab Buoy Tag and Gear Marking Requirements 

6/2012 635-005-0485 Dungeness Crab Gear Prohibitions 

6/2012 635-005--0490 Derelict Dungeness Crab Gear 

. 

6/2012 635-005--0500 Bay and Estuary Dungeness Crab Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0510 Fishing Gear 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adonmd OAR number Rule title (section headers 1n red font) Review comment 
6'2012 635-005-0515 Size and Sex 

6/2012 635-00!Hl520 Red Rock, Box, Tanner, and 01her Crab Fisheries -
Rshery Defined 

6/2012 635-00!Hl525 Permits Required for Red Rock and Box Crab 
-· 

12/200a 635-005-0555 Incidental Catch Limits Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

12/2008 635-005-0560 Tanner Crab Notification of Activity Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

6!2012 635-005-0565 Logbook Required 

6'2012 635-005--0570 Shrimp Section -
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-005-0575 Pinlc Shrimp Fishery -
Fishery Deiined 

6/2012 635-005-o580 Requirement for Pink Shrimp Penn it 

612012 625-005-0585 Permit Fee Subsequent change in law (58 
247, 2015} required change in 
rule 

e/2012 635-005-0590 Bigibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0595 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0600 Review of Denials 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Ad OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0605 Renewal of Permit 

-
Subsequent change in law {SB 
247, 2015] required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0610 Lottery for Lim Hed Entry Pink Shrimp Permits 

6/2012 635--005-0615 T ransferabifity of Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0620 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005--0650 Spol and Coonslripe Shrimp Fisheries • 
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0675 Logbook Required 

6/2.012 635-005-0680 Brine Shrimp AShery -
Fishery Defined 

6.'2012 635-005-0685 Requirement for Brine Shrimp Permit 

6./2012 635-005-0690 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0695 Eiigibili"ty Requiremen1s for a Permit 

6/2012 635--005-0700 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-005--0705 Renewal of Permit 

612012 635-005•0710 Lottery for Limited Entry Brine Shrimp Permits 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fisll and Wildlife 
Commission, lune 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font) Review comment 
&'2012 635-005-0715 T ransterabifity ol Perm Its 

6/2012 635--005-0720 Other Shelttish and Marine Invertebrate Section -
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-005-0725 Weathervane Scallop Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0730 Additional License Requirement 

6/2012 635-005-0735 Requirement for Weathervane Scallop Pennit 

&/2012 635-005-0740 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0745 Bigibilily Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0750 Revocation and Refusal to Issue Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0755 Review oi Denials 

6/2012 635-005-0760 Renewal of Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0765 Lottery for Limited Entry Weathervane Scallop Permi1s 

6./2012 635-005-0770 Transferability of Permits 

6./2012 635-005-0775 Logbook required 



list of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font) Review comment 
612012 635-005-0790 Sea Urchin Fishery -

Fishery Defined 

612012 635-005--0795 Requiremerit for Sea Urchin and Sea Cucumber Permit 

6.12012 635·005-0000 Permit Fee Subsequent change in lawJSS 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

612012 635-005-0805 Eligibility Requirement tor a Perrntt 

6/2012 635-005-0010 A evocation and Refusal to Issue Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0815 Review of Denials 

612012 635-005--0820 Renewal of Permit Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

612012 635-005-0825 Lottery for Limited Entry Sea Urchin and Sea Cucumber Permi1s Subsequent change in [aw (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0830 T ranslerabiity of Perm its 

6'2012 635-005--0835 Logbook required 

6/2012 635-005--0845 Prohibitions 

6/2012 635-005-0850 Size and Gatch limits 

-



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

AdoDted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005-0855 Crayfish Fishery -

Fishery Detined 

6/2012 635-005-0875 Protection of Females Not a new ruie, renumbered 

6/2012 635-005-0890 Oyster Fishery -
Fishery Delined 

612012 635-005-0895 Additional License Requirement 

6/2012 635-005-0915 Squid Fishery -
Fishery Delined 

6/21)12 635-005-0920 Market Squid Fishery 

6/2012 635-005-0925 Market Squid Harvest Guideline 

6/2012 635-005-0930 Logbook Required 

6121)12 635-005-0935 Octopus Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0940 Logbook Required 

Division 6; Commercial Fisheries Commercial Gear; Licenses, 
Poundage Fees, Records and Reports 

-

6/2012 635-006-0209 Fish Dealer Records and Reports -
Sorting Required 



I_ReyieYJ of l'Jew Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires ageooes to revieW a rule not laier than five years after adop1ing it Toe 
requirement for review dee; not apply to: 

• RI.Jes already in existence as of January 1,- 2.006, or for whkn notice of proposed rule making was 
deivered to 11le Secretary of state ~elme January 1. 2006; 

; Agencies must re\iiew nen rules, with some exreptionsy witllln five years of adopticn. • The amendment or repeal of a ru[e~ but dOES apply to the adoption of new rules; 
ORS 183.405. Although this requirement appries oolyto new rules,. agencies sfloold as a • Aff,/ rules that are required by a court older or settlement or a civil !X"oceedlng, ORS 183.405(4); 
practical matter conduct an on-going review of a!! administrative rules to ensure that • Arr'/ rules adopting a federal law or rule by reference, ORS 183.405(5)(b); 
rules remain viable. Agency rules may also require periodic review of all rules. • Arr; rules adopied to impiEme11t legislativey approved fee changes, ORS 183.405(5){c); and 

• ArYj rules adoptai to correct errors or omissions, OPS 183,405(SXd), . 
- - -s-- . - ---- - ---

_ _ When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
-- I 

1. Has the rule had its intended effect? 3. Do subsequent changes in the !aw require a change in the rule7 
Yes Yes 
2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? 
No Yes 

. 

A YES answer to_a11y of the above questions re11uires an explanation in the area provided below. 

. . - •. ~ --· ·- .. 

Division 4 OJmmercial Fisheries other Than Salmon or Sheltfish 
Division 5 Commercial Shellfish Rshery 

OAR: 
Dab! 

Division 6 Commercial Ge.ar; Licenses, Poundage Fees, Remrds, and Reports 
See attached . 

list 
Adopted: 

Comments 2012 
OAR Links: http://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/04.pdf 

http:/l_www.dl'w.state.or.us/OARs/05.odf ' 
http:l/www.dl'w.state.or.g;/_OAA:;/.06.ggf 

I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Troy Buell 



,=--------=c-::~--:-:-;-----,--------:,----:--:-;---:,------,-------;--::-;--------;-----:---,---,------:,-----------,-----:-'---------:---::-------;;-:-,-~----:------;-----;---:;::--,-- r-----:::---:---1 
Comment: Allot the rule numbers in the attached list were adopted as part of a comprehensive reorganization of the non-salmon and sheDf!Sh Review 
commercial f15heries rules in Divisions 004, 005, and 006, adopted by the Oregon Fish and W~dlife Commission (Commission) in June 2012. The Date/ 
express intent of this action was to improve darity and consistency of interpretation of mmmercial fishing regulations, whie not changing the lnitials 
intent or practical effect otthe rules. Rules were organized by fishery, for which definitions were adopted, sucll that the regulations for a given 
fishery would be found together in a fishery section to the degree possible. Therefore, none of the rules adopted through this process were 
"new" in the sense of creating new requirements or restrictions for comrnen:ial fishing. Rather, the new rules were either: 

1) Part of a pre-existing rule that was reorganized intc multiple new rules; 
2) Part of a pre-existing rule that was moved from one Division to another; 
3) Organizational, for example OAR 635-004-()200 is a table of oontents for Division 004; 
4) Descriptive, for example defining which species each set of rules under the new organization applies to; or 
5) Cross-referencing, for example 635-004-0205 references general licensing requirements contained in Division 006 and Oregon Revised 

Statutes. 

These rules had their intended effect, in that commercial regulations for a given fishery have been easier to locate and interpret since the 
reorganization based on feedback from OOFW staff, Oregon state Police, and the public. 

Three subsequent changes in the mmmercial fishing laws (Oregon Revised Statutes) required changes to thirteen of the rules adopted as part 
of the reorganization. Each rule and the specific legislation requiring change is identified in the comment field of the attached list. Oregon 
House Bill 3632 (2013) changed personal property laws related to crab pots and directed the Commission and ODFW to develop a program for 
post-season recovery of derelict crab pots, Oregon House Bill 4049 (2014) changed the law regarding authority to revoke or refuse to issue 
Dungeness crab permits, and modified restrictions on permit transfers. Oregon Senate Bill 247 (2015) changed statutrny fees for several 
mmmen:ial fishing permits. 

These rules continue to be necessary for the regulation and management of commercial fisheries. Because most non-,;almon commercial 
fishery rules were affected by the reorganization, mmmercial f,sheries would be largely unregulated Without these rules, 

I Director's Office: Michael Harrington, Acting Deputy Director 

Comment: The rule has had the intended effect. The agency did not over, or undereStimate the fiscal impact. Subsequent changes in the law 
Will not require changes in the rule. The rule is still necessary to guide fish management. 

5/23/17 
TB 

Review 
Date/ 

Initials 
6/9/2017 

MRH 



list of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
commission, June 2012. 

Adonted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font\ Review comment 
6/2012 635-004-0200 General Regulations-

Organization 
. 

6/2012 635-004-0205 Licensing Requirements 

. 

6/2012 635-004-0210 Authority of Enforcement in Fishery Conservation Zone and Exclusive 
Economic Zone 

6'2012 635-004-0230 Same Trip Recreational and Commercial Fishing -When Unlawful 

6/2012 635-004--0270 Groundfish Sections-
Organization of Rules 

6f2012 635-004--0275 Scope, Inclusion, and Modification of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635-00<Hl285 Trawl and Filled Gear Groundlish Fisheries -
Fisheries Defined 

612012 635-004-0300 Black Rockfish, Blue Rockfish and Nearshore Fishery -
Requirement for Black Rockfish/ Blue Rockfish/ Nearshore Fishery 
Permit 

612012 635--004-0305 Permit Fee Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-004-0310 Etigibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 ~0315 Review of Denials 

6/2012 63!Hl04-0320 Renewal of Perm it Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

. 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial f"isheTY rules reorganization by the Oregon F'ish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-004·0325 Lottery for Limited Entry Black Rockfish/Blue Rockfishl Nearshore 

Fishery Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0330 Transferability of Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0335 Log book Required 

6/2012 635-004-0350 Haivesl Guidelines and Landing Caps 

6/2012 635-004-0355 Trip Limits 

6./2012 635-004-0370 Coastal Pelagic and Smelt Species Seciion -
Organization of Rules 

6./2012 635-004-0375 Scope, fncl usion and Modifications of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
'federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635-004-0380 Sardine Fishery -
Fishery Defnerl 

6./2012 635-004-0385 Requirement for Sardine Permit 

6/2012 635-004-0390 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635--004-0395 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635--004-0400 Review of Denials 

612012 635-004-0405 Renewal of Permit 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-004-041 0 Lottery for Limited Entry Sardine Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0415 Transferability of Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0420 Log Book Required 

4/2009 635-004-0430 Sardine Catching Vessel 

612012 635-004-0445 Inland Waters Herring Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0455 Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Fishery-
Fishery Deftned 

6/2012 635-004-0460 Requirement for Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Permit 

6/2012 635-004-0465 Permit Fee 

612012 635-004--0470 Eligibility Requirements tor a Permit 

612012 635-004--0475 Revoca1ion and Refusal to Issue Permtts 

6/2012 635-004-0480 Review of Denials Subsequent change in law (HB 

3632, 2013) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-004--0485 Renewal of Permit Subsequent change in law (HB 

3632, 2013) required change in 

rule 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules remganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
COmmission, June 2012. · 

Adorned OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
612012 635-004-0490 lottery for Limited Entry Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Permits 

612012 635-1104--0495 Transferability of Permits 

612012 635-004-0SOO Yaquina Bay 

612012 635-004-0505 Roe-Herring Season and Harvest Limit 

6/2012 635-1104-1!510 Pacific Ocean Herring Season -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-1104-1!515 Pacific Ocean Herring Season Not a new rule, renumbered 

6/2012 635-004-o525 Anchovy Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

S/2009 635-004-1!530 Inland Waters Anchovy Fishery Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

6/2012 635-004-0540 Smelt Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

612012 635-004-0550 Highly Migratory Species Section -
Organization ot Rules 

6/2012 635-004-0555 Scope, Inclusion, and Modifications of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635-004-0560 Albacore Tuna FiShery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0565 license Re qui red 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font\ Review comment 
6/2012 635-004-0570 Exemp1ion to Far Offshore Fishery Resiliction 

-
6!2012 635-004-0575 Other Finfish Section -

Organization o1 Rules 

6/2012 635-004-0SSO Fishery Defined 

&'2012 635-004-0585 Scope, Inclusion, and Modifications of Pacific Halibut Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

612012 635-004--0590 Coastal Rivers Shad Fishery -
Rshery Defined 

612012 635--004-0610 Hagfish fishery -
Fishery Defined 

1212009 635-004--0615 Pacific Hagfish Harvest Guideline Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

1212009 635-004-0620 Fishing Gear Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

612012 635--004--0625 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-004--0630 Sturgeon Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0650 Surfperch Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004·0655 Closed Season -

6/2012 635-004-0660 Minor Finfish Fisheries -
Fishery Defined 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon f"ish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font\ Review comment 
6./2012 635-004-0665 Minor Finfish Species 

6./2012 635-004-0670 Log Book Required 

6'2012 635-004-0675 Intertidal Animal Fishery - . 

Fishery Defined 

6'2012 635-004-0680 Permit Required 

6'2012 635-004-0685 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-004-0690 Logbook Required 

' 

Division 5; Commercial Shellfish and Marine Invertebrate 
Fisheries 

6'2012 635-005-0225 Organization 

6'2012 635-005-0230 Licensing Requirements 

6/2012 635-005-1)235 Authority of Enlorcement in Fishery Conservation Zone and Exclusive 
Economic Zona 

6'2012 635-005--0245 Commercial Shellfish and Intertidal Animal Harvest Permit Required 

61'2012 635-005-0250 Permit Fee 

6'2012 635-005--0255 Additional License Requirements 



List of new rules adopted as part of the a,mmercial fishery rules reorganization by the Or8Q011 Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font) Review comment 
6/2012 635-005--0345 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0360 Subtidal Clams for Bait 

6/2012 635-005-0365 Intertidal Anima~ Mussel and Clam Commercial Fisheries -
Rshertes Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0370 Permit Required 

6/2012 635-005-0375 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-005-0380 Fishing Gear 

6/2012 635-005-0385 Size Limit 

6/2012 635-005-0390 Clams and Mussels for Bait 

6/21}12 635--005-0395 Crab Section 
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635-005--0400 Ocean Dungeness Crab Fishery -
Rshery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0405 Requirement for Ocean Dungeness Crab Perm ti 

. 

6/2012 635-005-0410 Permit Fee Subsequentchangeinlaw(SB 
247, 2015) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-005-0415 Eligibility Requirements for a Perm it 



list of new rules adopted as part of the mmmerdal fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title (section headers in red fonfl Review comment 
6/2012 635--005-0260 Closed Seasons and Areas 

6/2012 635-005-0265 Bait Restrictions 

6/2012 635-005-0270 Same Trip Recreational and Commercial Fishing - When Unlawful 

6/2012 635--005-0275 Fishing Gear 

6/2012 635--005-0280 Clam and Intertidal Section -
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635--005-0305 Bay Clam Dive Fishery -
Rshery Defined 

6/2012 635-005-0310 Requirement for Bay Clam Dive Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0315 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0320 E6gibilily Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-005-0325 Review af Denials 

6/2012 635-005--0330 Renewal of Permit 

6/2012 635-005--0335 Lottery for Limited Entry Bay Clam Dive Permits 

6/2012 635-005-0340 Transferability of Perm its 



List of new rules adopred as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon fish and Wildlife 
Commission, lune 2012. 

Adoated OAR number Rule title {section headers in red font} Review comment 
6/2012 635-004-0665 Minor Finfish Species 

6/2012 635-004-0670 Log Book Required 

6/2012 635-004-0675 Intertidal Animal Fisheiy-
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0680 Permit Required 

6/2012 635-004-0685 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-004-0690 Logbook Required 

Division 5; Commercial Shellfish and Marine Invertebrate 
Fisheries 

6/2012 635-005-0225 Organization 

6.'2012 635-005-0230 Licensing Requirements 

6/2012 635-005--0235 Authority of Enforcement in Rshery Conservation Zone and Exclusive 
Economic Zone 

Sf2012 635-00S-Q245 Commercial Shellfish and Intertidal Animal Harvest Permit Required 

6/2012 635-005-0250 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-005-0255 Additional License Requirements 



List of new rules adopted as part of the mmmercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title ( section headers in red font} Review comment 
6.'2012 635--004-0570 Exemption lo Far Offshore Fishery Restriction 

6.'2012 635-004--0575 Other Finfish Section -
Organization of Rules 

612012 635-004-0580 Rshery Defined 

6.'2012 635-004-0585 Scope, Inclusion, and Modifications of Pacffic Halibut Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635-004-0590 Coastal Rivers Shad Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004--0610 Hagfish fishery -
Rshery Defined 

12/2009 635-004--0615 Pacific Hagfish Harvest Guideline Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

121.2009 635-004-0620 Rshing Gea, Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

6/2012 635-004-0625 Logbook Required 

6/2012 635-004-0630 Sturgeon Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

6f.2012 635-004-0650 Surfperch Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6f.2012 635-004-0655 Closed Season 

6f.2012 635-004-0660 Minor Finfish Fisheries -
Fishery Defined 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adorned OAR number Rule title (section headers in red fonD Review comment 
6/2012 635-004-0490 Lottery for Limited Entry Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0495 Transferability of Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0500 Yaquina Bay 

6/2012 635-004-0505 Roe-Herring Season and Harvest Limit 

6/2012 ~051D Pacific Ocean Herring Season -
Fishery Oelined 

6/2012 635-004-0515 Pacilic Ocean Herring Season Not a new rule, renumbered 

6/2012 635-004-0525 Anchovy Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

5/2009 635-004-0530 Inland Waters Anchovy Fishery Not a new rule, amended and 
renumbered 

6.l'.2012 635-004-0540 Smelt Fishery • 
Fishery Def1r1ed 

6/'.2012 635-004-0550 Highly Migratory Species Section -
Organization of Ruies 

6.l'.2012 635-004-0555 Scope, Inclusion, and Modllications of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635-004-0560 Albacore Tuna Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0565 License Required 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adopted OAR number Rule title {section headers in red fonl) Review comment 
6/2012 635-004-0410 Lottery for Limited Entry Sardine Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0415 Transferability of Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0420 log Book Required 

4/2009 635-004-0430 Sardine Catching Vessel 

6/2012 635-004-0445 Inland Waters Herring Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0455 Yaquina Bay Roe-Herring Fishery-
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0460 Requirement for Yaquina Ba¥ Roe-Herring Permit 

6/2012 635-004-0465 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-004-0470 Bigibi ITty Requirem€flls for a Permrr 

6/2012 635-004-0475 Revocation and Relusal to Issue Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0480 Review of Denials Subsequent change in law (HB 
3532, 2013) required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635-o04-0485 Renewal of Permit Subsequent change in law (HB 
3632, 2013) required change in 
rule 



List of new rules adopted as part of the commercial fishery rules reorganization bJ the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012 

Adnntect: OAR number Rule title (section headers in red font1 Review comment 
612012 635-004-0325 Lottery for Limited Entry Black Rock!ish/Blue Rockfish/ Nearshore 

Fishery Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0330 Transferability of Permits 

6/2012 635-004-0335 Logbook Required 

6/'2012 635-004-0350 Harvest Guidelines and Landing Caps 

6/2012 635-004-0355 Trip Limits 

6/2012 635-004-0370 Coastal Pelagic and Smelt Species Section -
Organization of Rules 

&'2012 635-004-0375 Scape, Inclusion and Modifications of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal mies by reference 

6/2012 635-004-0380 Sardine Fishery -
Fishery Defined 

6/2012 635-004-0385 Requirement for Sardine Permtt 

6/2012 635-004-0390 Permit Fee 

6/2012 635-oil4-0395 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635-004-0400 Review of Denials 

6/2012 635-o04-D405 Renewal of Perm tt 



List of new rules adopted as part of the rommercial fishery rules reorganization by the Oregon Fish and Wildlife 
Commission, June 2012. 

Adooted OAR number Rule tiHe {section headers in red fontl Review comment 
6'2012 635--004-8200 General Regulations-

Organizabon 

6'2012 635--004-8205 Licensing Requirements 

6'2012 635-004-0210 Authority of Enforcemoot in Fishery Conservation Zone and Exclusive 
Economic Zone 

6/2012 635-004-41230 Same Trip Recreational and Ccmmercial Fishing -When Unlawful 

612012 635--004-D270 Groundfish Sections-
Organization of Rules 

6/2012 635--004-D275 Scope, Inclusion, and Modification of Rules Not subject to review, adopts 
federal rules by reference 

6/2012 635--004--0285 Trawl and Fixed Gear Groundfish Fisheries -
Fisheries Defined 

6/2012 635-004-6300 Black Rockfish, Blue Rocktish and Nearshore Fishery-
Requiremenl for Black Rockfish/ Blue Rockfish/ Nearshore Fishery 
Permit 

6/2012 635--004-0305 Permit Fee Subsequent change in law (SB 

247, 20151 required change in 
rule 

6/2012 635--004-6310 Eligibility Requirements for a Permit 

6/2012 635--004-6315 Review of Denials 

6'2012 635--004-6320 Renewal of PelTTlrt Subsequent change in law (SB 
247, 2015l required change in 
rule 



OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 

ORS 183.405 
Completed 9-20-17 

WILDLIFE DIVISION 

Agency Review" of New Rules (Dares: February, 2006 through December 31, 2012} 
1) Administration 
2) Wndliie Division 
3) Fish Division 

Reviewed by Deputy Director, Wildlife Division (Kevin Blakely): 7-24-18 lo 8-22-17 
Reviewed by Directors Office (Michael Harrington): 8-25-18 to 9-20-18 
Reviwted by staff as indicated below 

I .-: -, - -_ -.- -- -_ - - - - . - - -- - - - -- - --_ -
i DISPOSAL OF WllllLIFEANDl:OUIPMENT SEIZED OR OTHERWISE ACQUIRED 

5-17-10 63-5-002--0014 Disposal of Antlefs Tom Thornton 

DE~ARTIIENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE LAl'K!S . 

7-1-11 635-008-0163 TamiWagnecr Wildlife Ar~ \Lincoln Coontyj Keitt1 Kohl 

8-1~ 10 635-0(Hl-0211 Public Access to Department Hatcheries {Fi.sh Div1 sion} 

PROTECTED Wluii..iFE, HOUllNG. AND GAME _BIRD PROPAGATING RULES 

5-17-10 635-044-0051 Hokling Pure Bred Gray Woif or Wolves in Captivity Derek Broman 

1 

NIA 

8/11117 

!112:1117 9/20/17 

!1122117 !1125117 

IIJ>>:>117 11125/17 

· 8123118 8/25117 



I USE OF WILDLIFE IN COMPETITIVE HUNrlNG DOG TRIALS AND THETIIAINING OF HUNTING DOGS AND RAPTORS 

7-1-11 635-046-0000 Purpose Brandon Reishus 812117 8122/17 1!/25117 

7-1-11 635-046-0040 Definitions Brandon Reishus M/17 8122117 1!/25117 

: 7-1-1i 635-046-0045 Genera! Regu!atioos Brandon ReiShus 812/17 m:>117 1!/251'17 

1-1-·n 635-046-0050 Use of Wildlife for Hunting Dog and Raptor Training Brandon Reishus 8/2117 8/22117 B,25,'17 

7-1-1"1 635-046-0055 Use o1Wildlffe for Competitive Hunting Dog Trials Brandon Reishus 8/2117 8122!17 l!/25/17 

PRIVATE HOLDING OR PROPAGATING OR CERlllD SPECIES ! 

5-213-08 635-049--0001 Policy I Don Whrttaker 7131/18 li/22{17 l!/25/17 

' ' I 
S-28-08 635-049--0005 Deiinmons ! Don Whittaker 71'31110 1 &125117 

5-28-08 635-049--0lli 5 Basic Requirements Don Whittaker 7131118 &25(17 

S-28-()8 63s-049-0025 lmpQJt, Export, Transport Other lhan IC Licensed Facilities Don Whittaker 7131118 l!/25/17 

5-23-09 635-049-0035 Hurting of Privately Held Cervids Prohi:>ited ; Don Whittaker 7131118 &25(17 

5-28-()8 635-049-o!J45 Release or Escape ot captive Cervids Don Whittaker 741118 81251'17 

5-10-09 63$-049--0065 Disease Testing; Cervid Disease Sl..lfVeillallCe List Don Whittaker 7..G111B 8125/17 

2 



S--10--09 635-049-0067 Voluntary Chronic Wasting Disease Monttored Herd Don Whittaker I 1l3il1s 8125117 
Program 

I 

5-1()--09 635-049-0069 Recaptured Ger.ids Don Whittaker 7131/18 8125117 

6-1~9 635--049-0071 Oblgation to Report Oise~ Incidents Don Whittaker 7l31118 "'25117 

&-1'°.09 635-049--0013 Disease Testing and Genetic Requirements for Importation Con Whittaker" 7J31118 "'25117 
oi Cervid Gametes and Embr)ios 

5-28-08 635-049-0075 Genetic Requirements : Don Whittaker 7131118 &125117 

5-28-08 635-049-0085 Licenses Generally Don Whffta.kel' 7131118 8125t17 ' 

I ~28-03 635-049-0095 Decision Standard tor lss 11ing a License Don Whittaker 7.131118 8125/17 

5-:28-08 635-049-lli 05 Decision Standard lor $~pending, Revoking or Refusing Don VAlittaker 7131118 8125117 I 

to P.enew a License i 
I 

5-:28-IJS 635-049-lli15 Disposioon of Cervlds upon Licensing Suspensioo, Don Whittaker 7131118 8125/17 
! Rewcation,. Nonreriewal or Denial 
I 

5-25-00 635-049-lli 25 Control ot Disease OUtbrea!CS Don Whittaker 7/31/18 8125/17 

5-25-00 635-049-0135 General Requirements for Holding Cervids Don Whittaker 7131/18 8125/17 

5-25-00 1635-049-0145 Sa!e or Exchange Don Whit1aker 7/31/18 8125/17 

I 
5-25-011 ! 635-049-0165 Type I Cerv!d Licenses Don Whittaker 7131/18 8125/17 

5-25-011 635-049-0i 75 Ltense Applications Don Whittaker 7131/18 8125/'17 



5-23-0B 635-049-0185 Lottery rm Elk Licenses Issued tor COrnmercfal or Don Whittaker 7131/18 8/25!17 
ExhibitOO Pu-poses 

5-28•08 635-049.0195 License Renewal Don Whittaker 7131/10 8!25117 

5-28-08 635--049-Q205 Record Keeping Don Whittaker 7/31/18 8!25/17 

S..28-08 635-049-0225 Inspection of Facilities and Records Doo Whittaker 7131118 8!25117 

5->Jl.08 635--049·0235 Reporting Don Whittaker 7131/18 8!25/17 

5->Jl.08 635-049-0245 Fencing Requirements Don Whittaker 7J31/1B 8!25117 

5+09 635-049-0!!55 CerMUarking Don Whittaker 7131118 8!25/17 

6¾11 635-049-0285 TtansportotCerwcts Amoog Licensed Facittties . Coo Whittaker 7131/18 8!25/17 

~23-oa 63>049-0275 Requesting Changes to a license Doo Whittaker 7131118 3125117 

5-28-08 635-049--0285 Decommissioning Don Whittaker 7131/18 8!25/17 

FURBEARING AND UNPROTECTED MAMMAL REGULATIONS 
. 

6-11-12 635-050-00 47 Set~Back Restrictions 
! 

Derek Broman atl1117 l1122117 3125117 

FALCONRY LICENSES, PERMITS AND REQUIREMENTS 

&'J.11 635-055--0ll 01 General Provisloos · Matiin Nugent 7J'}fj/17 3/W17 3125117 

4 



1-1-00 635-055-0037 Per,egrine Falcon Cap1ure Permit Martin Nugent 712£117 8125117 

i 
DEFIN!,:ION OF WILD BIRDS AND WILD MAMMALS -- --

"C. C . - . - -
, t 1-i9-07 635"°57-0000 Definition of"\f\!'ild Birds" and "iNitd Mammals~ Tom Thornton 8/23117 9120/17 

FERAL SWINE - -
- -

·. 

f-12-10 635-053-0000 Purpose and Genera! !nformafion Rick Boatner !lm/17 11125/17 

1-12-10 635-058-0010 Removal of Feral Swine Riek Boatner Bf11ll 11125/17 

1-12-10 635-058-oo:20 Land Subject to tnS!)ectfon Rick: Boatner 9/11117 11125/17 

. ' 
AQUATIC INVAslilE SPECIES COHTIIOL 
- - . 

. . 

' 1-12-10 635-059-0000 Purpose and Genera[ ll1iO!"ma1ion Rick Boatner 9/11/17 =1 11125/17 

1-12-10 635-059-001 0 Aquatic Invasive Species Reporting 1ntormaion Rick Boatner 9/11/17 !1125117 

1-12-10 635-059-0050 Allowable Btind Material ior Coa1s Rick: Boatner 9/1i/17 11/25/17 

.· 

' GAME MAMMAL AliD GAME BIRD COHTROUED HUNT REGULATIONS 
- . - ·. - . · . 

9·26-12 635--06[1-0040 Active Member of the Unttormed Services Controlled Huni TomToomton 11!23117 I \lf.10/17 
Tags 

5 



I 
· GAMEIIIAIIMALGENERAL SEASONS ANO REGULATIONS 

&.1-11 635-065-0012 Mandamry Ftuorescent Orange Garmems ChrisWtllard &/14117 8122f17 l!/25fl7 

SPECIAL INTEREST SEASONS 

1-1-11 6:15-073-0076 Late Western Oregon Bowht.mting Seasons Tom Thornton &123117 !l/20/17 

! MENTORED YOUTM HUNTER PROGRAM 

. 8-14-07 635-(U 4-0000 Mentored Youth Hun1er ProgJam Tom Thornton 8123117 !l/20/17 

' 8-14-07 635-074-0010 Supervising Hunter Tom Thornton 8/23117 !l/20/17 

&.14-07 635-o74-0015 . Safety Tom Thornton 8/23117 9/20(17 

8-14--07 635-074-0020 Seasons and Bag Urmts Tom Thornton 812311.7 !l/20/!7 

I 

LANDOWNER HUNTING PREFER.ENCE ANO OU IR I IERS ANO GUiDES TAG AlLOCA.TlON 

1-1-10 635--075-0035 Remaintng Tags Tom Thornton 8/23117 9/2af17 

APPOINTING BLACK BEAR ANm,R COUGAR AGENTS 
. 

2-21-08 635--079-0000 Purpose TomThomlon 3123117 8122t17 11/25f17 

I 
2-21-08 635-079-0005 Selection Tom Thornton 8/ZatH 8125{17 

6 



2-21-08 635-079-001 0 Appointment TomThomlon II/Zlll7 !1125t17 

~ .. 

. HABITAT CONSERVATION STAMP I .. 

1-18-07 635-095-01 00 Purpose- Andrea Hanson 712AJ17 81'22117 I=, 
2-10-12 635-095-01 05 Submission of Artwmk: ReQUlfements Andrea Hanson 712AJ17 !l/25117 

' 2-1C-12 635-095--0111 Selection Process and Cnlel'ia Andrea Hanson 71'.4117 81'25t!7 

' ' 2-1D-i2 635-095-0125 Other Provisions Aru::lrea Hanson 7/24117 8.125t!7 ; 

.. . 
i "WILDLIFE YA.NAG EM ENT PLAN-GREATER SAGE- GROUSE-_CON~VATION-STRATEGY 

I 
5-4-11 635·14'J.0015 Core Area Approach to Conserva1fon DaveBu:leau 712"117 8122117 

I 
8125/17 

. 

WILDLIFEMANAGEIIENl" PLVf..BLACK-TAILED DEER MANAGEMENT Pl.AN .. . 
. . -- . ' 

11-24-0B l 635-195-0000 
I 

Blad,; Tailed Deer Managernelll Plan Don Whittaker atlS/17 W22117 &25/17 

. 
.. . . 

WILDLIFE CONiRoL_OPERAT9ff$ -. 
. . . . 

10-i&-06 635-135-0000 Purpose RickBoalner B/23117 9121Jtt7 

10-16--06 635-135-0005 Definl1ions RickBoalner 8123117 9121Jtt7 

10-16-06 635--435-0010 Permit Required 1o Cap1ure., Possess. or Transport Wildlife Ricklloalner 8123117 9121Jtt7 

7 



10-16-06 635-435-0015 Requirements for Wildlife comrol Operator Permr!: Rick Boalner · 8123117 "'20/17 
' 
; 

10-16-06 635-435-0020 Wildlife Control Operator Permit Required to be in Rick Boatner I 8123117 "'20/17 
Possession I 

I 
10-16-06 635-435--0025 Disposition of WHfe Rick Boatner i ll/23/17 9/26117 

10-16-06 635-435--0040 Transportation of Wildlife Rick Boatner 8123117 !l/20!17 

10-16-06 ""5-435-0050 Trap Tampering Prohibited Rick Boatner 8123117 9/26117 

10-16-06 635-435-0055 Record Keeping and Reporting Requirements Rick Boatner ll/23/17 !l/20!17 

' ; 

10-1&.0& 635-435-00 60 Cancellamn of Non-RenewaJof Permit Rick Boatner 8123117 9/26117 

' 
' 



Agency Review of New Rules 
1) Administration 
2) Wildlife Di.viSioo 
3) Fish Division 

NO NEW HULES i,,::,ma · 

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH & WILDLIFE 
ORS 183.405 

Completed 10-1-18 
{1-1-13 through 12-31-13) 

WILDLIFE DIVISION 





]Review of New Rules 
ORS 183.405 requires agencies to review a rule oot later than five year.; •~er adopting it The 
requirement for review does not apply to: 
• Rules already in existence as of JanuaJY 1, 2006, or for which notice of proposed rule making was 
cleli.....o to the secretary of st.ate before January 1. 2006; 

Agencies must review new rules~ with some e.xcepbons, within fi\Je Yffirs of adoption. • The amendment or repeal of a rule, but does~ ID 1he adoption of new rules; 
ORS 163.405. Although this requirement applies only to new rules, agencies shawd as a • Aff>/ ru!Es tflat are require:! by a court order or settlemert or a civil proceeding, ORS 183.405{4); 
practical matter conduct an on---g:iing review of all administratf'le rules to ensure that • An; rues adopiing a federal law or rule bneference. ORS 183.405(5){t,}; 
rufes remain vlabfe. Agency rules may a!so requfre periodic re\'1€\\• of all rules. • Arf; rues adopted ro implement legislaiively appro\/8:! fee dlanges, ORS 183..405(5J(c); and 

• Mi rue, adopted to correct errors or emissions, ORS lfil.405(5)(d), 

When an agency reviews a new rule under this provision, the agency must consider four specific factors: 
1. Has the rule had ils intended effect, Why or How? 

2. Did the agency overestimate or underestimate the rule's fiscal impact? 
3. Do subsequent changes in the law (ORS) require a change in the 

Rule? 
4. Does the rule continue to be necessary? Why? 

A YES answer to any of the above questions requires an explanation in the area provided below. 

.. . . . .... 

Rule caption: 

OAR: 
Date Implementing the Conservation Plan for Fall Chinook Salmon ln the Rogue Species Management Unit 

635-500-6650 Adopted: 
1-11-13 Comments 

OAR Link: 
https://www.dfw.state.or.us/OARs/SOO.pdf 

-I Program and Contact: Fish Division; Tom Stahl (Please answer the above 4 questions in the space below} 
.. 

Comment: I= 1. The rule has had the intended effect of guiding management direction for Rogue SMU fall Chinook. I 
2. The agency did not overestimate or underestimate the fiscal impact. Initials 
3. Subsequent changes in the law w[I[ not require changes in the rule. 5/14/2018 
4. The rule continues to be necessary to guide fish management. TS 

. 

1 .. Director's Office: Ken Loffink 

Comment: ReYiew 
Date/ 

OAR 635-500-6650 pertaining to implementation of the Conservation Plan for Rogue SMU Fall Chinook continues to be relevant, meaningful, and Initials 
needed to guide fish management efforts. No amendments or changes to this rule are recommended. 

5/30/18 
KL 

... 





Rule number(s): 

Five-Year Review of New Administrative Rules 
adopted since January 1, 2006 (ORS 183.405) 

OAR 734-051-1065 HWY7-2014 

Date adopted: 6-20-2014 (not date filed or effective) ---------------
Date review due: 6-20-2019 ---------------
Advisory committee used? X yes no 

lf es, identify members below:_Members must be rovided a co of this com leLed form. 

Sefr.-Jason Atkinson- (now works in the private sector.) 
Sen. Betsy Johnson 
Rejr.-Sen. Cliff Bentz (Now a senator) 
Rep. Margaret Doherty 
Rep. Mike McLane 
Matthew Garrett, ODOT Director 
Mark Whitlow (RTF. ICSC) (Now Of Counsel with Perkins Coie) 
Chris Doty (City of Redmomi Plaeaiag Dir) (now Director of Public Works, Deschutes County) 
Craig Pope (Chair, Polk County Commisoioa) (now Chair, Association of Oregon Counties) 
Bob Russell (Oregon Trucking Association) 
Rob Sadowsky (Bieycle Transportation Alliance) (now with S & G Endeavors) 

1. Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

a. What was the intended effect? 

X yes 110 

Chapter 734, division 51 gives ODOT permitting authority for highway approaches (driveways). 
The approach permit authorizes a property nwner to cross the highway right of way line to enter 
and exit the highway. However, the permit does not control whether all turning movements (right 
in, right out, left in and left out) are available to motorists. A separate engineering decision or 
decision by the local government determine the turning movements. Limitations on turning 
movements may lead to conflict between ODOT's decisions and the property owner's expectations. 

The rule's intended effect was to: 
1. Clarify the circumstances under which ODOT may limit turning movements by describing the 

specific engineering conditions or local government decisions that will support a limitation in 
turning movements, and 

2. List the potentially affected property owners and highway users who must be engaged in the 
public outreach process when ODOT contemplates limiting turning movements tn a particular 
highway approach. 

b. How did the rule succeed or fail in achieving this effect? 

The rule succeeded in achieving the intended effect by establishing uniform rules and a consistent 
outreach process for the entire agency. The rule has been fully implemented and established as part 
of the culture of the agency. 

2. Was lhe fiscal impact statement (check one) 

underestimated 

overestimated 



just about right 

X unknown 

a. What was the cstimated"-"'fi..,s_,ca-cl'-'i"'m..,p"a"c"-t''-/ __________ _ 

I Nu known financial ime .. a--ct._ _________________________ ~ 
b. "What was the actual fiscal impact? 

[ No known impact 

c. If the answer to auestion 2 is unknown, brietlv exnlain whv. 

The costs of the rule implementation involved incorporating the rule requirements into ODOT's 
already existing and very extensive public outreach programs. The staff training and public 
outreach to the motor carrier industry was treated as routine work of Lhe agency throughout the 
state and lhus was not captured in the ODOT time-keeping system. 

3. Have subsequent changes in the law required the rule be repealed or amended? 

yes X no 

If yes, explain below. 

4. Is the rule still needed? X yes no 

Ex lain below. 

The rule helped to establish a uniform standard and process for limiting turning movements at 
highway approaches. 

Review completed by: _A._...n,..n'-"Z='e,.lt'=ma=1"'m'------------ Date: 6117119 

Phone: (503) 986-4379 



Rule numher(s): 

Five-Year Review of New Administrative Rules 
aJopted since January 1, 2006 (ORS 183.405) 

OAR 734-051-3015 HWY?-2014 

Date adopted: 6-20-2014 (not dftte filed or effective) ---------------
Date review due: 6-20-2019 ---------------
Advisory committee used? X yes no 

If es, identif members below. Members must be rovided a co of this com leled form. 

SeH--.-Jason Atkinson (now works in the private sector.) 
Sen. Betsy Johnson 
Refr.-Sen. Cliff Bentz (Now a senator) 
Rep. Margaret Doherty 
Rep. Mike McLane 
Matthew Ganett, ODOT Director 
Mark Whitlow (RTF, ICSC) (Now Of Counsel with Perkins Coie) 
Chris Doty (Cit-y of Redmoael PlnHBiag Dir) (now Director or Public Works, Deschutes County) 
Craig Pope (Chair, Polk County Comraissioa) (now Chair, Association of Oregon Counties) 
Bob Russell (Oregon Trucking Association) 
Rob Sadowsky (Bicycle Tram;portation Alliance) (now with S & G Endeavors) 

1. Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

a. Whal was the intended effect? 

X yes no 

Oregon has many existing highway approaches (driveways) that never received paper permits, 
either because ODOT failed to issue a permit after constructing an approach or because a property 
owner constructed an approach without consulting ODOT. Because of the variety of unknown 
origins of these approaches, their legal status had never been resolved. The purpose of the new rule 
was to solve this problem. 

b. How did the rule succeed or fail in achievin this effect? 

OAR 734-051-3015 presumes that existing approaches are permilted and sets clear standards for 
ODOT to foJlow to rebut the presumption of legality. The assumption behind the rule was that 
existing highway approaches must be operating safely or ODOT would have removed the hazard. 

In fact most existing highway approaches arc operating safely, and the rule fostered an opportunity 
for ODOT to develop new quick procedures for documenting the legality of these approaches. 

2. Was the fiscal impact statement ( check. one) 

underestimated 

overestimated 

just about right 

X unknown 

a. What was the estimated fiscal im act? 

No known im >act. 



b. What was the actual fiscal impact? 

I Unknown 

c. lf the answer _to question 2 is unknown, briefly explain why. 

3. Have subsequent changes in the law required the rule be repealed or amended? 

yes X no 

If cs, explain below. 

The cost of the rule implemenlation was comprised primarily of ODOT staff time to design a 
program to address land owner requests for documentation of their existing approaches (which they 
need for land sales and redevelopment.) These requests would previously have been processed as 
new approach permits. However, ODOT designed a much faster process for documenting the 
existing approaches. The relatively lengthy program design time was probably recouped with the 
subsequent fast processing times for the approaches. Dut it is difficult to calculate the 
equivalencies because the work was treated in ODOT's time-keeping system as routine work of the 
agency and was carried out throughout the state by many levels of personnel solving different types 
of problems. 

4. Is the rule still needed? X yes no 

Explain below. 

The rule helped to clarify permitting issues for existing approaches that lacked a paper permit and 
substantially calmed the nature of access permitting. 

Review completed by: _,_A .. n .. n'-'Ze=l"'tm=a .. n .. n ________ _ Date: 6/17/19 

Phone: (503) 986-4379 





Rule number(s): 

Five-Year Review of New Administrative Rules 
adopted since January 1, 2006 (ORS 183 .405) 

OAR 735-028-0005 DMV6-2014 

Date adopted: 6-20-2014 (not date filed or effective) 

Date review due: 6-20-2019 --=-==~--------
Advisory committee used? yes X no 

If yes, identify members below. Members must be rovided a co y of this com leted form. 

[ __ _ 

1. Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

a. What was the intended effect? 

X yes nu 

1) To prescribe the manner and form in which a person may voluntarily provide an odometer 
reading to D:MV for a vehicle 10 years old or older; 

2) To capture odometer readings provided to DMV for vehicles 10 years old or older; and 

3) To retain the most recent version of odometer records in electronic form. 

b. How did the rule succeed or fail in achieving this effect? 

The rule successfully achieved the desired effect and now customers can request we add an 
odometer reading when a vehicle is 10 years old or older. 

2. Was the fiscal impact statement (check one) 

underestimated 

overestimated 

X just about right 

unknown 

a. What was the estimated fi,sc=•=l~im=p~•~ct=? _____________________ _ 

[ii;_e ___ -_-_----------------------------
b. What was the actual fiscal impact? 

c. If the answer to uestion 2 is unknown, brief! ex lain wh . 

3. Have subsequent changes in the law required the rule be repealed or amended? 

yes X no 

If yes, explain below. 

-···---

4. Is the rule stiJI needed? X yes no 

Ex lain below. 

i . 



Chapter 659, Oregon Laws 2013 amended ORS 803.200, 803.102, and 803.120 to require DMV to: 

1. Prescribe the manner and form in which a person may voluntarily provide an odometer reading 
to DMV for a vehicle 10 years old or older; 

2. Capture odometer readings provided to DMV for vehicles 10 years old or older; and 

3. Retain the most recent version of odometer records in electronic form. 

Oregon law still requires all of the above mentioned items. 

Review completed by: T Yoder 
~~~=~----------

Date: May 9, 2019 

Phone: 503-559-1892 





Rule number(s): 

Five.Year Review of New Administrative Rules 
adopted since January 1, 2006 (ORS 183.405) 

OAR 740-030-0045 Annual repo11 for exempts MCTD4-2014 

Date adopted: 9/18/14 (not date filed or effective) 

Date review due: 9/18/19 ~==---------
Advisory committee used? X yes 110 

If es, identify member.. below. Members must be provided a co of this com leted form. 

(2014MCTJ\.C) 

I. Did the rule achieve its intended effect? X yes no 

a. What was the intended effect? -~------------------------
This rule was intended to specify the information motor carriers exempted by ORS 825.017 are 
required to file annuallv (ORS 825.018). 

h. How did the rule succeed or fail in achievin this effect? 

The rule brin s MCTD com liant with ORS 825.018. 

2. Was the fiscal impact statement (check one) 

underestimAteJ 

overestimated 

just about right 

X unknown 

a. What was the estimated fiscal impact? 

I Unkno~n 

b. What was the actual fiscal impact? 

I Unknown 

c. If the answer to ucstion 2 is unkno'::".n,,_ ~br=ie=fl=y~e=xLpl=•=in~w=h~Y~·-------------

Fiscal im act tracking ,y_~s =n=o=t =in=it=i•=te=d=. _____________________ _ 

3. Have subsequent changes in the law required the rule be rePealed or amended? 

yes X no 

If yes, explain below.==. ___________________________ _ 

4. Ts the rule still needed'! X yes no 

Ex lain below. 

~=======er=O=R=S~8=2~Q_-=1=8=i'~'="=·n~re=qu=i=re=d~.----------------

Rcview completed by: _A=u~d=re~y~J~.a=w=so=n~-------- Date: 09/13/2019 

Phone: (503) 378-6653 



Five--Year Review of New Administrative Rule:.,; 
adopted since January 1, 2006 (ORS 183 .405) 

Ruic numbcr(s): OAR 74~055~0045 (mailing date) MCTD 5~2014 

Date adopted: ~9~/1~8~/1~4~---------- (not date filed or effective) 

Date review due: 9/18/19 ~==------------
Advisory committee used? x yes no 

1f es, identif members below. Members must be rovided a co of this com leted form. 

(2014 MCTAC) 

1. Did the rule achieve its intended effect? 

a. What was the intended effect? 

X yes no 

MCTD uses the postal cancellation date to determine timely filing for reports and payments 
received via USPS. Thi8 rule was intended to address repmts and payments received via USPS that 
are missing a postal cancellation stamD or has a Dostal cancellation stamo that is not legible. 

b. How did the rule succeed or fail in achievine this effect? 

With this rule, MCTD has fl clear, consistent guide to processing mail. Stakeholders suppott this 
rule. 

2. Was Lhe fiscal impact statement (check one) 

underestimated 

overestimated 

just about right 

X unknown 

a. What was the estimated fiscal im act? 

The rule affected olic onl . Fiscal im act should have been negligible. 
----- ------.---- ----------~ 

b. What was the achrnl fiscal im act? 

Unknown. Probab[ ne Ii ible. 

c. If the answer to uestion 2 is unknown, brief! ex >lain wh . 

Fiscal im act trackin was not initiated. 

3. Have subsequent changes in the law required the rule be repealed or amended? 

yes X no 

If yes, explain below. 

4. Is the rule still needed? X yes no 

Ex lain below. 

MCTD continues to receive mail via USPS with missin or ille ible cancellation stam s. 

Review completed by: Audrey J.-.awson Date: 09/1312019 

Phone: (503) 378-6653 



Five-Year Review of New Administrative Rules 
adopted since January 1, 2006 (ORS 183 .405) 

Rule number(s): OAR 740-065-0000 through 0050 (11 rules) MCTD 7-2014 

Date adopted: _9,.l_._l.,.81_.l_.4 ___________ (not date filed or effective) 

Date review due: 9118/19 
~=------------

Advisory committee used? X yes no 

ff es, identify members below. Members must be_proyjded a COJ2Y of this completed form. 

(2014MCTAC) 

1. Did the rule achieve its inlem1ed effect? 

a. What was the intended effect? 

X yes no 

The rules were intended to provide a framework for carriers who pay their Oregon highway use 
taxes throu-1h an electronic svstem nrovider. 

b. llow did the rule succeed or fail in achievine: this effect? 

These rules explain purpose, provide definitions, cmd give general provisions for using an 
electronic svstem orovider. 

2. Was the fiscal impact statement ( check one) 

underestimated 

overestimated 

just about right 

X unknown 

a. What was lhe estimaled fiscal impact? 

I Unknown 

b. What was the actual fiscal impact? 

I Unknown 

c. If the answer to uestion 2 is unknown, briefl explain w0hc,Ycc·~------------, 

Mechanism to trnck fiscal im act was not im lemented. 

3. Have subsequent changes in the law required the rule be repealed or amended? 

yes X no 

Ir yes, ex lain below. 

L__ _______________ - :=J 
4. Is the rule still needed? X yes no 

Ex lain below. 

Electronic system roviders me still bein utilized today. 

Review completed by: __._A::u::c<lc_re,:.y'---'-'L"a· -"w'-'s'-'o"n _______ _ Dnte: 09/13/2019 

Phone: (503) 378-6653 




