Jackson County Wolf Advisory Committee
Meeting Minutes
January 17, 2019
Members Present: Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts, Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf
Members Absent: None
Staff Present: Jackson Baures, Andrew Swanson, Devin Huseby and Rebecca Ward
Commissioner Liaison: Rick Dyer
Guests Present: Lin Bernhardt, Lynn Hill, Chad Hefley, Cricket Peyton, Mark Vargas

CALL TO ORDER AND INTRODUCTIONS
Chair Randy Wolf called the meeting to order at 5:33 p.m. Roundtable introductions were performed and a quorum was
established.
Commissioner Rick Dyer reported that the Board decided to swap liaison assignments, and Commissioner Bob Strosser
will now serve as the liaison for the County Wolf Advisory Committee.
TRAINING ON PUBLIC MEETINGS LAW
Devin Huseby reviewed the legal considerations for advisory boards and distributed two handouts (Submission No. 1).
He explained that the CWAC is both a public body and government body, and as such is subject to the requirements of
the Open Public Meeting Act. The Open Public Meeting Act was intended to ensure that the public has an opportunity to
be informed and aware of any deliberations and decisions that public/governing bodies make and the information upon
which such decisions were made. The CWAC and supporting staff must take care that a quorum is not convened in private
for the purpose of deciding on or deliberating towards a decision on any matter. Any items that are discussed or
deliberated must be added to a properly noticed agenda. Meetings of the governing body and/or public body shall be open
to the public and held within the geographic boundaries over which the public body has jurisdiction, or at the
administrative headquarters of the public body or the other nearest practical location. Subcommittees are also considered
a public body and subject to the same quorum and public notice requirements. Mr. Huseby also explained that a majority
of members meeting through email is considered a violation of public meeting law because the public cannot participate;
there can be no voting by proxy; and written minutes that give a true reflection of the matters discussed and the views of
the participants are required. After discussion, Mr. Huseby further explained that there must be equal opportunity for
public comment if it is offered. The Oregon Government Ethics Committee is very open to answering questions if needed.
COMMITTEE BUSINESS
Approval of the Minutes
Ted Birdseye stated that his property is much closer to the den site than what was reported in the minutes and he asked
that it be clarified. Commissioner Dyer explained that the minutes need to accurately reflect what was actually stated, not
the accuracy of the information shared. Discussion was held, and Mark Vargas explained that in order to ensure the
protection of sensitive animals the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODF&W) does not typically identify their
exact location. Glenn Eary made a motion to accept the minutes as presented, and Ted Birdseye seconded the motion.
Those who voted aye: Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts, Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf. The
motion passed.
Future Meeting Dates
Chair Wolf suggested that a consistent meeting date could be beneficial for the Committee as they work to finalize grant
paperwork, elect new officers, review depredation claims, and plan educational events. Members decided that meetings
should continue to be scheduled as needed.
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Election of Officers
Glenn Eary made a motion to reappoint Randy Wolf as chair for another term. Ted Birdseye seconded the motion.
Discussion was held, in which it was clarified that Glenn Eary is serving as the current vice chair. Star Priester then made
a motion that both current officers be reappointed for another term. Greg Roberts seconded the motion. Those who voted
aye: Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts, Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf. The motion passed.
DISCUSSION AND DELIBERATION OF DEPREDATION COMPENSATION FORMS
Members reviewed in detail three Wolf Compensation and Financial Assistance applications that were received from Ted
Birdseye and one application that was received from Ron Anderson (Submission No. 2). Mr. Birdseye shared information
about each depredation, and Steve Niemala provided an overview of the evidence which supported each claim. Mr.
Niemala asked the Committee to consider that Mr. Birdseye has attempted to protect his stock through the use of nonlethal methods. Discussion was held regarding how to best determine and the age and weight of heifers and calves in
order to appropriately value them, and Commissioner Dyer cautioned that the Committee should be consistent in their
methods.
Glenn Eary moved to approve compensation in the amount of $2,000 ($1,000 for the calf and $1,000 for the dog) for Ted
Birdseye’s December 20, 2018, application. Star Priester seconded the motion. Those who voted aye: Commissioner
Dyer, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts, Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf. Those who abstained: Ted Birdseye.
The motion passed.
Star Priester moved to approve compensation in the amount of $1,000 for Ted Birdseye’s December 27, 2018, application.
Glenn Eary seconded the motion. Those who voted aye: Commissioner Dyer, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts,
Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf. Those who abstained: Ted Birdseye. The motion passed.
Glenn Eary moved to approve compensation in the amount of $1,000 for Ted Birdseye’s January 3, 2019, application.
Star Priester seconded the motion. Those who voted aye: Commissioner Dyer, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts,
Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf. Those who abstained: Ted Birdseye. The motion passed.
Ted Birdseye moved to approve compensation in the amount of $1,200 for Ron Anderson’s January 7, 2019, application.
Glenn Eary seconded the motion. Those who voted aye: Commissioner Dyer, Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star Priester,
Greg Roberts, Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf. The motion passed.
DISCUSSION/DELIBERATION REGARDING MISSING LIVESTOCK VALIDATION FORMS
Chair Wolf pointed out that the current missing livestock form is not an effective verification method and needs to be
modified to make it more user friendly. Discussion was held regarding the methods currently being used to track the
numbers of turned out livestock and whether there is a better way to capture the information. Chair Wolf asked members
to each draft a form that would work for them and bring it to the next meeting. Greg Roberts questioned whether there
are actually a larger number of animals not returning or if it is simply a media fueled perception. Discussion was held
regarding the validity of information coming in from various producers. Chair Wolf asked members to give the topic
some further thought and tabled it for a future meeting.
DISCUSSION/DELIBERATION TO SET THE 2019 COMPENSATION RATES
Jackson Baures listed the 2018 compensation rates. Discussion was held to set the rates for 2019. Chair Wolf indicated
that changes may not be necessary because market rates have remained stable. Ted Birdseye suggested that a higher
compensation amount would be appropriate for working stock dogs because they cost more to replace. Further discussion
was held regarding whether to differentiate between working stock dogs and untrained dogs. Ted Birdseye moved to
change the category from all types of dogs to working dogs and boost the value from $1,000 to $2,000, but Glenn Eary
voiced a concern that the term “working dogs” could be a broader term than would be appropriate. Jackson Baures read
the applicable Oregon Administrative Rule that defines a working dog as any animal of the species used to aid in the
herding or guarding of livestock, and clarified that a “working dog” is the only type of dog that can be reimbursed through
the Wolf Depredation and Compensation program. Further discussion was held, and Ted Birdseye withdrew his motion
so the Committee could vote separately on the title and the rate.
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Glenn Eary moved to change the wording in the rates procedures to compensate for working livestock dogs. Jackson
Baures indicated that to stay consistent with the Administrative Rules it should simply be titled working dogs. The motion
was clarified that the wording will be changed to working dogs, and Greg Roberts seconded the motion. Those who voted
aye: Commissioner Dyer, Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts, Jeremy Wargnier and Randy Wolf. The
motion passed.
Ted Birdseye moved to increase the reimbursement rate for working dogs from $1,000 to $2,000, and Jeremy Wargnier
seconded the motion. Discussion was held. Those who voted aye: Commissioner Dyer, Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star
Priester, Greg Roberts, and Jeremy Wargnier. Those who voted nay: Randy Wolf. The motion passed.
Glenn Eary moved to maintain the 2018 compensation rates through 2019, according to what the market has been. Greg
Roberts seconded the motion. Those who voted aye: Commissioner Dyer, Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg
Roberts, Jeremy Wargnier, and Randy Wolf. The motion passed.
DISCUSSION/DELIBERATION TO SELECT THE 2019 ODA GRANT APPLICATION ITEMS
Jackson Baures reminded members that the funds to compensate people for depredations and the non-lethal prevention
supplies are funded by an Oregon Department of Agriculture (ODA) grant. After reviewing the 2018 grant information,
he asked members to decide what and how much they want to apply for in the 2019 application, which is due in February.
Glenn Eary suggested allocating funds for a non-lethal workshop, and Jackson Baures agreed to check with the ODA to
see if that would be a qualifying expense. Members also discussed allocating funds for Wildlife Services staff time, bone
pile removal and disposal, and replacing Ted Birdseye’s fence. Ted Birdseye estimated that it would cost approximately
$45,000 to build a fence on his property, which is in the Area of Known Wolf Activity (AKWA), and John Stephenson
indicated he might also be able to get additional grants to help fund the project. Extensive discussion was held.
Glenn Eary moved to apply for $10,000 for a Wildlife Services contract extension, $40,000 for the fence project, $1,000
for bone pile carcass removal and disposal and $5,000 for education for a total of $56,000. Commissioner Dyer seconded
the motion. Those who voted aye: Commissioner Dyer, Ted Birdseye, Glenn Eary, Star Priester, Greg Roberts, Jeremy
Wargnier, and Randy Wolf.
NON-LETHAL WORKSHOP
In response to a question, Chair Wolf explained that as long as it is noticed, or as long as Committee business is not being
conducted it would be fine. Lin Bernhardt indicated that Suzanne Stone of Defenders of Wildlife was willing to do a twoday workshop in Jackson County at no charge. The first day would be focused on public education, and the second day
would be an onsite workshop. Ms. Bernhardt shared some of Ms. Stone’s qualifications and encouraged members to take
advantage of her offer. Discussion was held, and Jackson Baures agreed to assist as needed, and Ms. Bernhardt also
offered to volunteer her time. Chair Wolf suggested holding a special meeting to discuss planning the workshop.
CLOSING COMMENTS
Chair Dyer thanked Committee members for their work on behalf of the County.
Jackson Baures confirmed that he now has all of the information to apply for the grant. He noted that the grant is usually
due in late February and the award notification should be received in late March.
Jackson Baures asked Lin Bernhardt to send him the information on the non-lethal workshop and indicated that he will
connect with Chair Wolf regarding next steps. Ted Birdseye offered to contact Suzanne Stone.
A brief discussion was held about the situation involving a range rider operating in a location that hasn’t had any wolf
kills instead of in the AKWA. Cricket Peyton indicated that he did recently find a wolf track up at Elk Creek.
Meeting adjourned at 8:14 p.m.
Respectfully submitted by: Rebecca Ward, Committee Support
Next Regular Meeting: TBD
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What is a Public Body?
~

ORS 192.61 0(4) defines a public bo·dy as:

The state, any regional council, county, city or
district, or any municipal or public corporation, or
any board, department, commission, council,
bureau, committee or subcommittee or advisory
group or any other agency thereof.

What is a Governing Body?
ORS 192.61 0(3) defines a governing body as
the members of any public body which
consists of two or more members, with the
authority to make decisions for or
recommendations to a public body-on policy
or administration.

Why does that Matter?
Because pursuant to ORS 192.630, as members
of a county advisory board, you are subject to
the requirements of the Open Public Meetings

Act.
All meetings of the governing body of a public
body shall be open to the public and all
persons shall be permitted to attend any
meeting AND
A quorum of a governing body may not meet in
private for the purpose of deciding on or
deliberating toward a decision on any matter

Quorum Requirment
~
~

Quorum is majority of appointed members
If quorum is talking business, it is a public
meeting.

What if there is a subcommittee to your board
that makes decisions or recommendations?

Requirements for a Public Meeting
Where
~

~

Meetings of the governing body of a public
body shall be held:
(A) Within the geographic boundaries over
which the public body has jurisdiction;
(B) At the administrative headquarters of the
public body;
(C) At the 11earest practical location.

~

ORS 192.630

~

~

Requirements for a Public Meeting
How
The governing body of a public body shall
provide for and give public notice, reasonably
calculated to give actual notice to interested
persons including news media which have
requested notice, of the time and place for
holding regular meetings. The notice shall
also include a list of the principal subjects
anticipated to be considered at the meeting.
ORS 192.640(1)

Special Meetings
No special meeting shall be held without at
least 24 hours' notice to the members of the
governing body, the news media which have
requested notice and the general public. In
case of an actual emergency, a meeting may
be held upon such notice as is appropriate to
the circumstances, but the minutes for such a
meeting shall describe the emergency
justifying less than 24 hours' notice.
ORS 192.640(3)

Minutes for Public Meetings
~

The governing body of a public body shall provide for the sound,
video or digital recording or the taking of written minutes of all
its meetings. The written minutes or recording must give a true
reflection of the matters discussed at the meeting and the views
of the participants. All minutes or recordings shall be available to
the public and include at least the following information :
~ All members of the governing body present;
~ All motions, proposals, resolutions, orders, ordinances and
measures proposed and their disposition;
~ The results of all votes and the vote of each member by name;
~ The substance of any discussion on any matter; and
~ a reference to any document discussed at the meeting.
~

ORS 192.650
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Executive session
~

Governing bodies can exclude the public (not
u-sually the media) from discussion of certain
subjects enumerated in ORS 192.660

~ No final action can be taken in executive
•

SeSSIOn
~ Executive session subject to public notice
~

requirements
Minutes shall be kept in same matter as
public meetings

What is a Public Record?
o

Broadly defined in ORS 192.311 as:
• Any writing containing information relating to the
conduct of the public's business prepared, owned,
used or retained by a public body.

o

A public record includes EVERY paper document,
photograph, electronic file, map, tape recording,
email used in conducting the committee's business.

Public Records
~

Public Body
o

~

B~.ca~se

a ...vqlunteer advisory committee is a public
body, an advisory committee's records are subject to
disclosure unless an exemption applies

The public has a right to inspect nonexempt
records of a public body.
o
o

o

o

First adopted by Oregon Legislature in 1973.
Response to Watergate scandal; desire for open
government;
The statutes are "disclosure statutes;" not confidentiality
statutes;
Courts liberally construe the statutes in favor of
disclosure.

Are any Records Exempt from
Production?
~

Public records must be disclosed un ~less an
exemption applies. Courts narrowly apply

exe·mptio·ns·.
o

Some exemptions protect individual· privacy.
• Medical records;
• Employee and volunteer address, phone numbers, dates of birth
and social security numbers;
• Mental health, alcohol and drug treatment, and HIV record s
receive extra protection under the law.

o

Some exemption s prevent interference with government
operations.
•
•
•
•
•

Advisory opinions - want a frank and uninhibited debate;
On-going criminal investigations;
Information submitted in confidence;
Litigation records;
Government Safety and security plans;

Public Records Requests
o

o

o

o

o

o

The pub.lic ~ody must provide access or copies within a
reasonable amount of time.
Public body can require that request be made in writing.
If exempt and non-exempt information is in the same
document, may provide a document that has been
redacted (portions blacked out) so long as you inform
requester of editing.
A public body may establish fees that are reasonably
calculated to reimburse for actual cost in making records
available.
A public body is not required to create documents to
comply with a public records request.
May require pre-payment.

Retention of Records
o

o

o

o

o

Secretary of State requires that certain public
records be retained.
Some board records must be kept permanently;
some ten years.
Volunteer notes are public records but if not
connected to board action need not be retained.
OAR 166-1 50-0005(1 0).
Volunteer records relating to board "business" may
be subject to a public records request. This
includes emails.
Unlawful destruction of a public record is a
misdemeanor.

GillDE TO BODIES SUBJECT TO PUBLIC MEETINGS LAW

1---+

Is it a body with two or more members?

T

NO

YES

Is the body a "public body"?
-A regional council
-A district
-A municipal or public corporation

-The state
-A county
-A city

I

Or an agency of any of the above, such as:

i
'

-A board
-A council
-A bureau
-A subcommittee

~

NO

-A department
-A commission
-A committee
-An advisory group

.

YES

Is the body a "governing body" - does it have authority to:

I

-make a decision(s) for; or
-make a recommendation to

V'

NO

Is the body meeting to:

NO

-make a decision that is an exercise of governmental authority (see ORS 192.610(1));
-deliberate toward such a decision; or
-gather information upon which to make that decision or to deliberate toward that
decision?

YES
Is a quorum required to make such decisions or to deliberate?

YES
[ Is a quorum present to make such decisions or tel deliberate?

~YES
THE PUBLIC MEETINGS LAW APPLIES

-

_j-·

NO

RECEIVED

DEC 24

2018~

JACKSON COUNTY WOLF COMPENSATION AND
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE APPLICATION
JacbonCountyAdmlnlstratot'sOlfice
Review Procedures for the Review of Compensation and Financial Assistance Applications
Applications must be received by January 4, 2019.
(For depredations that occur after January 4, 2019, applications must be received by February 22, 2019)
Applications may be mailed or delivered to:
Jackson County Administrator's Office- 10 South Oakdale, Room 214 - Medford OR 97501
Compensation is subject to the availability of funds. There is no guarantee that compensation will be paid or that compensation will be paid at 100
percent of the level requested . Compensation decisions made by the Jackson County Wolf Advisory Committee are final. The completed
applicat ion and supporting Information become part of the public record and are subject to public record requests. Applicants are not efigible for
compensation for losses or for non-lethal control practices if the applicant has received compensation from other sources (including insurance) or
if the applicant has taken the Oregon tax credit for the same losses or the cost of adopted practices. The applicant's signature verifies the
information in this application. including supporting information, is correct and the applk'.arot has not received compensation from other sources,
no claimed the Oregon tax credit for tosses or cost of practices claimed in this application. The applicant's signature also verifies the applicant did
not unreasonably or purposefully create circumstances that attracted wolves or encouraged conflict between wolves and livestock or working
dogs, excluding accept normal husbandry and grazing activities.
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Date:

Applicant's Signature:
APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name:

-r.;_cl 1b i ~ J 6ey ~

Mailing Address:
City:

13

1"'-

E 0. "Boy

Contact Phone Number:

I 9G,
state: ____..Got!!;._~~""
_ __

t\=c.... h_) J $

Zip Code:

J 7 5"2... l._

Email Address:

Have you consulted with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or Oregon Deprment of Fish and
Wildlife {ODFW) on mitigation measures to limit wolf\livestock interaction?
Yes
__ No
If yes,
Name of USFW or ODFW person consulted:_6_L--t.Vt&____;;;;;;...."--~"""'-..._~-..:;;._-=--......_-<Y
__
~....::....;s_o__,.__
Date( s) of consultation( s}:_-2..~0--=-/~"---.;;;..2..;.......,0~/-':. L - -..........'-"-'"--....<+---...a.......:~-------
What measures were recommended?
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,
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1

w~re implemented? _p,__:._:....l~(-=o~S,..!..
. _- _+'--Lu__=---~t'--::....:.r.~4,~~:..::-><-~~~.;::~~,--:fr-....::J.....:v;;....S'----j '-LA-"" d. d oj' s , h o.rze. e;

What measures

USFS I ODFW Verlflcation
USFW I ODFW Signature:_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Date Signed:_ _ _ __

Printed Name: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
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PARTB
Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredations and Missing
Livestock in Previous Year
Part 81- Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredation(s)

___No

FW

oJ' rA 5
i}?~ to-"''f<

Has the loss or injury been confirmed by ODFW?
/Yes
No
If yes, please attach the following documentation: ODFW Depredation Report, pictures, correspondence,
and any other pertinent information.
Number, description, and value of dead livestock or dead livestock working dogs: - - - - - - -

/ c.~ l f

,.

,o

tt~...

Were these animals insured?

Yes

___No

If yes, please specify the amount per animal: - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

J.

Total amount of compensation requested for livestock/dogs lost to depredatio /

oO() .

Attach Pages as Necessary for Additional Information, Documentation, or Comments
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September 25, 2018 – Jackson County (Boundary Butte area)
Date Investigated: 9/25/18

Cause of death/injury: Confirmed

General situation and animal information: Sometime between 12:00am and 2:00am on 9/24/18, a livestock
owner was awakened by the sound of his livestock guardian dog being attacked approximately 400 yards from his
residence in a fenced pasture containing his cattle. He investigated and found his severely injured adult Tibetan
Mastiff limping through the field towards his residence. It died at approximately 9:00pm that night.
Physical evidence and summary of findings: The dog was shaved from the base of the skull to the tail, revealing
at least 25 canine puncture wounds and tooth scrape marks to both hind legs above the knee, along the top of the
pelvis, the neck, groin, and behind the left front leg. There were paired bite punctures with 1 7/8 inch spacing on
the back of the right hind leg. The animal was skinned revealing pre-mortem bruising and deep tissue trauma
associated with the tooth scrapes and canine punctures on the hide. The location of the injuries, the paired canine
puncture spacing, severity of trauma and wolf tracks on the property show that this animal was attacked by a
wolf. The location of the attack is within the Rogue Pack AKWA.

November 18, 2018 – Jackson County (Boundary Butte area)
Date Investigated: 11/18/18

Cause of death/injury: Confirmed

General situation and animal information: On the morning of 11/18/2018, a livestock producer found a
dead, 4-month-old, 320 lb. calf in a private-land grass pasture. Extensive feeding was observed on the
muscle tissue of the hindquarters and internal organs, but remainder of carcass and hide were largely
intact. The calf was estimated to have died within the last 24 hours.
Physical evidence and summary of findings: The calf carcass was partially shaved and skinned. Paired
3/16” diameter tooth scrapes with 1 7/8” spacing were found on the inside of the left hind leg above the
hock. Multiple other tooth scrapes and bite marks up to 3/16” diameter were also found on both hind
legs. There was premortem hemorrhaging on the underside of the hide between the hock and the groin
on both hind legs, with associated residual crushed muscle tissue on the hide of the right leg. Additional
premortem hemorrhaging and tissue damage was found on the throat, above the right front elbow, and
on the chest below the left front leg. The paired canine puncture spacing and location of trauma to the
hindquarters are similar to other injuries observed on calves attacked by wolves. The Rogue Pack has
previously depredated on this property.
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JACKSON COUNTY WOLF COMPENSATION AND
JacksonCountyAdmlnlstrator'sOftice
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE APPLICATION
Review Procedures for the Review of Compensation and Financial Assistance Applications

Applications must be received by January 4, 2019.
(For depredations that occur after January 4, 2019, applications must be received by February 22, 2019)
Applications may be mailed or delivered to:
Jackson County Administrator's Office- 10 South Oakdale, Room 214 - Medford OR 97501
Compensation is subject to the availability of funds. There is no guarantee that compensation will be paid or that compensation will be paid at 100
percent of the level requested. Compensation decisions made by the Jackson County Wolf Advisory Committee are final. The completed
application and supporting information become part of the public record and are subject to public record requests. Applicants are not eligible for
compensation for losses or for non-lethal control practices if the applicant has received compensation from other sources (including insurance) or
if the applicant has taken the Oregon tax credit for the same losses or the cost of adopted practices. The applicant's signature verifies the
information in this application, including supporting information, is correct and the applicant has not received compensation from other sources,
no claimed the Oregon tax credit for losses or cost of practices claimed in this application. The applicant's signature also verifies the applicant did
not unreasonably or purposefully create circumstances that attracted wolves or encouraged conflict between wolves and livestock or working
dogs, excluding accept normal husbandry and grazing activities.
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Date:
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Name:
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----------------------------------------------------------------------

Have you consulted with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife (ODFW) on mitigation measures to limit wolf\livestock interaction?
YVes
__ No
If yes,
Name of USFW or ODFW person consulted:
Date(s) of consultation(s):

F:v~~::::.,

What measures were recommended?

?tv~ '{{"e..~~

S..f.~.JL N;~L -6 \) J-cJ

2..0 J £'

h

F f._J J~J t

Xit~e_V\. \= rFO tt }()=~::{(

j

Go

L'\ ; './-ev~C'CJ"l

l)511=td

p''Y?--. 'P \'c..k ._ q~

USFS I ODFW Verification

USFW I ODFW Signature:_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ __

Date Signed:_ _ _ __

Printed Name:_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ ___
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PARTB
Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredations and Missing
Livestock in Previous Year
Part 81 - Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredation(s)
Date and specific location of depredation:

i9 ;_ . lH.c.c..p
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Is this location designated by ODFW as an AKWA? _)__Yes

No

If yes, have you performed best management practices within the A'rWVA?

{

Yes

No

Has the loss or injury been confirmed by ODFW?
~s
No
If yes, please attach the following documentation: ODFW Depredation Report, pictures, correspondence,
and any other pertinent information.
ber, description, and value of dead pvestock or deadjfofestock
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Were these animals insured? _ _ _ Yes
If yes, please specify the amount per animal: - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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December 23, 2018 – Jackson County (Boundary Butte area)
Date Investigated: 12/23-24/2018

Cause of death/injury: Confirmed

General situation and animal information: On the morning of 12/23/2018, a livestock producer found a
dead, 8-month-old, 550 lb. calf in a private-land grass pasture. Extensive feeding was observed on the
muscle tissue of the hindquarters and internal organs, but remainder of carcass and hide were largely
intact. The calf was estimated to have died within the last 12-48 hours.
Physical evidence and summary of findings: The carcass was partially shaved and skinned. Multiple
premortem tooth scrapes and bite marks from 1/16 to 1/4 inch diameter were found on the remaining
hide on both hind legs. There were six premortem bite wounds on the chest up to a ¼ inch wide with
wound channels ¾ inch deep in the tissue to the bone. Both front legs had multiple bite wounds on the
hide and premortem hemorrhaging and muscle tissue trauma behind the elbow. The premortem
hemorrhage and muscle tissue trauma are clear signs of predator attack and the size, number, and
location of the bite injuries are similar to injuries observed in calves attacked by wolves. The Rogue Pack
has previously depredated on this property.

JACKSON COUNTY WOLF COMPENSATION AND
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE APPLICATION
Review Procedures for the Review of Compensation and Financial Assistance Applications

Applications must be received by January 4, 2019.
(For depredations that occur after January 4, 2019, applications must be received by February 22, 2019)
Applications may be mailed or delivered to:
Jackson County Administrator's Office -10 South Oakdale, Room 214 - Medford OR 97501
Compensation is subject to the availability of funds. There is no guarantee that compensation will be paid or that compensation will be paid at 100
percent of the level requested. Compensation decisions made by the Jackson County Wolf Advisory Committee are final. The completed
application and supporting Information become part of the public record and are subject to public record requestS. Applicants are not eligible for
compensation for losses or for non-lethal control practices if the applicant has received compensation from other sources (including insurance) or
if the applicant has taken the Oregon tax credit for the same losses or the cost of adopted practices. The applicant's signature verifies the
information in this application, including supporting information, is correct and the applicant has not received compensation from other sources,
no claimed the Oregon tax credit for losses or cost of practices claimed in this application. The applicant's signature also verifies the applicant did
not unreasonably or purposefully create circumstances that attracted wolves or encouraged conflict between wolves anc:tlivestock or working
dogs, excluding accept normal husbandry and grazing activities.
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Contact Phone Number: - - - - - -- - - -

9(:,
State:

0"

Zip Code:

~} 6-Z <.

Email Address:

Have you consulted with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife (ODFW) on mitigation measures to limit wolf\livestock interaction? __ Yes
No
If yes,
Name of USFW or ODFW person
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What measures were implemented? _ _.A
i...L.__,./.../.J_ _ _

USFS I ODFW Verification
USFW I ODFW Signature:_~~~~----------- Date Signed:_ _ _ _~
Printed Name:._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
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PART A
Compensation Requested for Non-Lethal Methods to Limit Wolf-Livestock
Interaction Implemented in Previous Year
Compensation requested for the following :
___ Bone Piie Removai/Buriai

_ __ Fiadry

___ Range Rider

_ __ Livestock Guardian Dogs

___ Other (Identify and Describe) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Date and specific location of practice or activity: - - - --

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

Is this location in an Area of Known Wolf Activity (AKWA) as defined by ODFW?
____Yes

No

Amount requested for each activity and location:_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Additional comments: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Attach documentation of completed practices (Including photos as appropriate), copies ofreceipts,
copies of a journal or log of range rider activities, and other documentation confirming expenses
(attach additional pages as necessary).
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PARTB
Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredations and Missing
Livestock in Previous Year
Part 81- Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredation{s)

\•J]

y A/1

Date and specific location of dE?'redation:

t)

e.-._s

+ .. ~

Is this location designated by ODFW as an A't<!-NA?

I

_....;~
; _ ·_ es

If yes, have you performed best management practices within the Af<!o/VA?

No

_~
_Yes ___No

If best management practices
you have implem ted:_ _~:::::::=:=!:o--f.-....!......:===..__~==--~:.....,..-...L~.....:::L~.::..=..~,..-.::t:~-t-~!::.......2

~

Has the loss or injury been confirmed by OD
?
No
If yes, please attach the following documentation: ODFW Depredation Report, pictures, correspondence,
and any other pertinent information.

Were these animals insured?

Yes

If yes, please specify the amount per animal; - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total amount of compensation requested for livestock/dogs lost to depredation:

Z

t9Do , oO

Attach Pages as Necessary for Additional Information, Documentation, or Comments
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Part 82- Compensation Requested for Missing Livestock
Date range unconfirmed depredation occurred resulting in missing livestock: - - - - - - - - -

Location of pasture(s) or range where livestock went m i s s i n g : - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Is this location designated by ODFWas an AKWA? _ _ _Yes

___No

If yes, have you performed best management practices within the AKWA? ___Yes

___ No

If best management practices have been performed, please list and provide documentation ofthe practices
you have implemented:_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Number, description, and value of missing livestock: - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Describe measures taken to locate missing l i v e s t o c k : - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

What is the normal, average, or historical number of missing livestock for this pasture? _ _ _ _ __

Do you have written records to document the historical level of missing livestock? - - - - - - - -

Were these animals insured? --~Yes

_ _ _ ,No

If yes, please specify amount per a n i m a l : - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total amount of compensation requested for missing livestock: - - - - - - - - - - - Attach Pages as Necessary for Additional Information, Documentation, or Comments
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ODFW LIVESTOCK DEPREDATION INVESTIGATION REPORTS
January 2019

This document lists livestock depredation investigations completed by the Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife since January 1, 2019. Investigations are done at the request of the owner of injured or dead
livestock when they suspect wolf depredation. The goal of these investigations is to determine if the
livestock was attacked by a predator and if that predator was a wolf. The goal is not necessarily to
determine the cause of death, as in some cases that would require a veterinary pathologist (e.g. illness,
injury, age, poisonous plants). In some areas of Oregon, USDA Wildlife Services assists ODFW when
wolves are suspected and is the lead agency to investigate when other predators such as coyotes, bear, or
cougar are suspected. In areas where wolves are federally protected, the USFWS may choose to assist at
investigations. In some counties, the local Sheriff’s office deputies also attend investigations. ODFW
needs to make the determination for lethal removal of chronically depredating wolves to be considered or
if the livestock producer wants financial compensation from the Oregon Department of Agriculture.
There is information about methods to minimize conflict at https://www.dfw.state.or.us/Wolves/nonlethal_methods.asp. The investigation determination criteria and previous investigations are listed at
https://www.dfw.state.or.us/Wolves/depredation_investigations.asp. Additional information about
Oregon wolves and answers to frequently asked questions are provided at www.odfw.com/wolves.

January 1, 2019 – Jackson County (Boundary Butte area)
Date Investigated: 1/1-2/2019

Cause of death/injury: Confirmed

General situation and animal information: On the morning of 1/1/19, a livestock owner found an injured,
5-month-old, 235 lb. calf in a private-land pasture. An approximately 2-foot length of intestine was
protruding from the anus with tissue trauma evident on the hindquarters and abdomen. The injuries
were estimated to have occurred less than 12 hours earlier. The animal was euthanized on site, the
carcass was brought to an ODFW office, and the examination was completed the morning of 1/2/19.
Physical evidence and summary of findings: The entire carcass was shaved and skinned. More than 100
tooth scrapes from 1/16 to 1/4 inch diameter were found on the hide of the neck, abdomen, flanks, and
hindquarters. Associated trauma extending up to 1 1/2 inches into muscle tissue was found on the inside
of the hind legs from the abdomen back to the tail and down the legs to within 3 inches of the hocks. The
premortem muscle tissue trauma is a clear sign of predator attack and the size, number, and location of
the bite injuries are similar to injuries observed on other calves attacked by wolves. The Rogue Pack has
previously depredated on this property.
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JACKSON COUNTY WOLF COMPENSATION AND
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE APPLICATION
Review Procedures for the Review of Compensation and Financial Assistance Applications

Applications must be received by January 4, 2019.
(For depredations that occur after January 4, 2019, applications must be received by February 22, 2019)
Applications may be mailed or delivered to:
Jackson County Administrator's Office- 10 South Oakdale, Room 214 - Medford OR 97501
Compensation is subject to the availability of funds. There is no guarantee that compensation will be paid or that compensation will be paid at 100
percent of the level requested. Compensation decisions made by the Jackson County Wolf Advisory Committee are final. The completed
application and supporting information become part of the public record and are subject to public record requests. Applicants are not eligible for
compensation for losses or for non-lethal control practices if the applicant has received compensation from other sources (including insurance) or
if the applicant has taken the Oregon tax credit for the same losses or the cost of adopted practices. The applicant's signature verifies the
information in this application, including supporting information, is correct and the applicant has not received compensation from other sources,
no claimed the Oregon tax credit for losses or cost of practices claimed in this application. The applicant's signature also verifies the applicant did
not unreasonably or purposefully create circumstances that attracted wolves or encouraged conflict between wolves and livestock or working
dogs, excluding accept normal husbandry and grazing activities.

Date:

l/1/ICI

Applicant's Signature:

fJ<m

~

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name:

Koo Arderso n

Mailing Address:
City: fflqk
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t18D Wor#l,l{¢r:n ~
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Email Address:

Contact Phone Number:

State: _J/J
~t<~--- Zip Code:
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rJa.ndusm 'll/{J emba_,.F; I. (.P4

Have you consulted with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife (ODFW) on mitigation measures to limit wolf\livestock interaction? _y_ Yes
No
If yes,
Name of USFW or ODFW person consulted:-'9<.L:..:::.=:
·\JLI
=-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

D~e~)~consu~ation(~ :~~~~~
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PARTB
Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredations and Missing
Livestock in Previous Year
Part 81 -Compensation Requested for Confirmed Depredation(s)
Date and specific location of depredation: A/~11

/50tm

~& 72-rl
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Is this location designated by ODFW as an AKWA?

X

•

Yes

___ .No

If yes, have you performed best management practices within the AKWA? _ _Yes

~
X
'--_.No

If best management practices have been performed, please list and provide documentation of the practices
you have implemented: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Has the loss or injury been confirmed by ODFW?
>( Yes
No
If yes, please attach the following documentation: ODFW Depredation Report, pictures, correspondence,
and any other pertinent information.
Number, description, and value of dead livestock or dead livestock working dogs: - - - - - - -

1ta\Ji"Ymg d r(f?kcurutl:
Were these animals insured?

hfcl /1;001f Yes

~

No

If yes, please specify the amount per animal: - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total amount of compensation requested for livestock/dogs lost to depredation:

Ji.inl -

Attach Pages as Necessary for Additional Information, Documentation, or Commer;'is
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November 10, 2018 -Jackson County (Rancheria area)
Date Investigated: 11/10-11/2018

Cause of death/injury: Possible/Unknown,
Confirmed, and
Other

General situation and animal information: On 11/10, a livestock producer requested investigations on three
dead approximately eleven-month-old 500-700 lb. heifers in the same 50-acre grassland pasture on private land.
The owner reported that calf A had been found mostly consumed on 11/6. When examined on 11/10, there were
scattered bones and a small piece of hide; the only remaining tissue was below the ankles. Calves B and C were
found on 11/10 and estimated to have died one to three days earlier. On calf B, muscle tissue above the hocks on
both hindquarters and the internal organs were missing. Calf C was intact with a circular 4 inch hole in the flank
and lying in a creek. A neighbor reported hearing wolves howling in the pasture on the night of 11/ 2. A ranch
hand heard wolves howling the evening of 11/9.
Physical evidence and summary of findings: No chase or kill scene was found for any of the heifers. The
remaining 2' X 4' piece of dried hide from carcass A was shaved and examined. No premortem trauma to indicate
a predator attack was found . Due to the lack of muscle tissue and hide remaining on the carcass the cause of
death was categorized as "Possible/Unknown". Carcass B was partially shaved and skinned revealing multiple lf16
inch tooth scrapes on the hide and premortem hemorrhaging in the remaining tissue on both rear legs above the
hock. The left front leg had minor premortem tissue trauma behind the elbow. The right front leg had
premortem hemorrhage and tissue trauma behind and above the elbow extending 1 ~inch into the muscle tissue.
The injuries on carcass Bare clear evidence of predator attack and the size, location, and severity of bite injuries
are similar to injuries observed on cows attacked by wolves. This is a confirmed depredation attributed to the
Rogue Pack. Carcass C was removed from the creek, skinned, and examined . There was no premortem
hemorrhaging, trauma, or tooth marks indicative of a predator attack so the cause of death was categorized as
" Other".

