
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
Nearshore Marine Resource Management Strategy 

Public Meeting Notes: Charleston, 3/30/05 
 
Meeting notes are summarized to capture the thoughts and opinions of individual 
attendees that are from the general public, industry, conservation organizations and 
other non-governmental organizations. These notes do not represent the opinions of 
and/or future actions by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. 
 
Public Attendees: Daryl Bogardus, Ken Butler, Wayne Butler, Chuck Boohcey, Kevin 
Craig, Mark Fleck, Richard Foley, John Griffith, Rayburn Guerin, David Gifford, Paul 
Heikkila, Dan Kristoffersen, Mark Lettis, James Moore, Richard Oba, Dennis Richey, 
Mike Sorensen,  John Ward, Lewis Whitley, Mildred Whitley  
 
Agencies/Sectors/Organizations Represented: 
• 5 Star Charters 
• Charter boat operator (at least 2 people) 
• Charter boat operator/salmon advisory committee member/sportfishing advisory 

committee member 
• Commercial fishing (2 people) 
• Commercial groundfishing 
• Commercial salmon fishing 
• Commercial/scuba 
• Coquille Indian Tribe biologist 
• Englund Marine 
• Fisher/surfer/diver 
• Groundfish Advisory Committee 
• GRWB Step Flu Hook’d 
• Hook & line ground fish fisheries 
• Indian tribe 
• Marine supply store 
• NW Steelheaders 
• ODFW (2 people) 
• Oregon Anglers 
• Oregon State Police 
• Oregon Trollers Association (2 people) 
• OSU Extension/fisherman 
• Public 
• Recreational fishing lobby 
• Recreationist (2 people) 
• SeaGrant 
• Sport fishing (at least 3 people) 
• Sportsman 
• Surfer 
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ODFW Staff: Cristen Don, Scott Groth, Dean Headlee, Maggie Sommer, Brett Wiedoff, 
Nick Wilsman 
 
Facilitators (Triangle Associates): Chris Page, Derek Van Marter 
 
Introduction 
Facilitator Derek Van Marter welcomed attendees and explained that this is the third in a 
series of six public meetings on the nearshore marine resources of Oregon.  He 
mentioned a rumor that had begun earlier in the week about ODFW shutting down the 
crab fishery; he informed attendees that this was an unfounded rumor.  He emphasized 
that this is an effort to gain public input on non-regulatory ways to keep the nearshore 
healthy.  He began a round of introductions.  Each attendee stated his/her name and 
affiliation, if any. 
 
Review of Meeting Objectives, Agenda, & Ground Rules 
Mr. Van Marter reviewed the meeting objectives, agenda, and ground rules (for details, 
see description of these in Astoria 3-28-05 meeting summary). 
 
Presentation: Oregon Nearshore Strategy 
Mr. Van Marter then introduced ODFW’s Maggie Sommer, who thanked everyone for 
coming and apologized for the location of the meeting since several attendees had 
difficulty finding it and parking.  She then began a presentation on the Nearshore 
Strategy. 
 
Ms. Sommer’s presentation is summarized in the Astoria 3-28-05 meeting summary.  
 
Questions & Responses 
Q: How much money did ODFW get to do this? 
R: The marine program got $379k to do this.  I’m not sure how much the wildlife section 
got and I don’t want to quote you an incorrect figure.  I’d be happy to find out and let you 
know if you like. 
Q: Can anyone here guarantee that this strategy will not lead to more regulations? 
R: This strategy will not recommend or implement any specific regulations, though some 
of the problems it identifies may take regulatory action, either implementing new 
regulations or revising existing ones, to fix. 
Comment: The territorial sea plan and OPAC (Ocean Policy Advisory Council) was 
adopted contrary to the public’s testimony in every community. 
Q: Will the info gathered tonight be passed on to OPAC? 
R: What comes out will be summarized, and the nearshore strategy will refer to what the 
public identified as priorities.  The Strategy document will be available to anyone when it 
is completed, including OPAC. 
Comment: Our experience helping ODFW in developing fishing issues has cost us 
greatly; it has ended up in regulations based on information we have provided.  Those 
issues we have suggested have been used against us. 
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R: We are really hoping to hear how to address problems through non-regulatory 
programs. 
Q: Are you backed by conservation and environmental people? 
R: We are not funded by them.  They have come to some meetings. 
Q: Do you want statistics or facts? 
R: We have been collecting lots of facts.  What we are after tonight are what problems 
you see facing the nearshore and what ideas you have for addressing them. 
Q: Does this include estuaries? 
R: Estuaries are being covered in the statewide plan being led by the wildlife division at 
ODFW. 
 
Breakout Group Discussion 
Attendees divided into four groups for ease of discussion.  Each attendee stated his/her 
connection to the nearshore before facilitators asked for suggestions as to what threats or 
pressures Oregon’s nearshore currently faces.  Each suggested threat was recorded and 
briefly discussed before the facilitator asked citizens to state his/her top one or two 
priorities from the listed threats. 
 
Following the priority process, each group moved on to offer ideas on what seems to be 
working well for nearshore resources at this time.  These “successes” were also 
documented.   
 
The last category for attendees to brainstorm ideas on was potential opportunities for the 
state to assist in using the limited resources available.   
 
Report Out and Wrap-Up 
After the full group reconvened, the small group facilitators recounted the threats, 
successes and opportunities identified by each small group discussion.  The lists of 
threats, successes, and opportunities are bulleted below.  High priority threats as 
identified by the small groups at the Charleston meeting are italicized at the top of the full 
list of threats. 
 
THREATS to the health of nearshore resources, IDENTIFIED BY THE PUBLIC: 
(italics indicate high priority items; bullets are added details) 
• Commercial aquaculture (offshore and estuary) 
• Development pressures 

o Houses (impervious surfaces runoff) 
o Pollution 
o Impacts on estuaries 

• Fisheries voices not being listened to (misconceptions have decreased credibility) 
• Habitat loss/destruction/degradation 

o Development 
o From roller gear, older gear 
o Loss of kelp beds 
o Pollution 

• Lack of good/current data, data gaps (SEE “Data Needs” section below) 
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• Lack of money for bona fide habitat research 
• Non-indigenous species 

o Transportation 
• Pollution 

o Affects estuaries 
o Effluent discharge (directly into nearshore and through estuaries) 
o Raw sewage from pipe breakage 
o Marine dumping 
o Upland impacts (loss of forests sediment) 

• Sea lions and other predators (SUGGESTION: Indian hunting rights on seals/sea 
lions have been truncated and may potentially be the missing element in the 
ecosystem’s balance; should Indians be allowed to hunt sea lions the predation would 
be reduced) 

o Cormorants 
o Marine Mammal Protection Act 

• President Bush’s ocean plan (corporate fleet) 
• Changes in water conveyor belts, e.g. currents, temperatures, arctic equatorial (this 

also could be a positive thing) 
• Climate change sea level rise  
• Development pressures 
• Disconnect between federal regulators and local conditions 
• Disconnect between seafood consumers and the ocean 
• Dredge spoil disposal 
• Environmental extremists 
• Misidentification of fish (lack of education) 
• Foreign fishing fleet 
• Increased sport fishing pressure 
• Industrial threats (e.g. oil spills from drilling, transportation) 
• Inexperienced sport fishermen, small boats risky/dangerous 
• Lack of political support 
• Loss of tourism 
• Management without a solution and a timeline 
• Micromanagement is killing the industry 
• ODFW management lack of trust 
• OSU ecologists 
• Overpopulation and over-consumption 
• Human population growth 
• Regulations: 

o Lack of common sense  
o Lack of knowledge by those setting regulations (e.g. squid industry only 

allowed to use drag nets OR commercial scallop fisherman de-shelling and 
tossing waste)  

o Too many regulations from different sources 
o Too much politics in regulations 
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• Inadequate/inaccurate stock assessments for management 
• Separation of estuary from nearshore 
 
WHAT’S WORKING to maintain/restore/enhance the health of nearshore resources (in 
Oregon or elsewhere), IDENTIFIED BY THE PUBLIC: 
• Accessibility of ODFW (but staff need to go out for more coffees—and buy! ☺) 
• Boat fishing licenses   
• Cooperative diving efforts on reefs   
• Education has worked; more is needed 
• Gentlemen’s agreements 
• Good information 

o Good studies on surf perch 
o Oregon data on bottom fish has conserved fisheries 

• Habitat restoration in upland 
• Hatchery program 

o In California for white sea bass 
o S.T.E.P. 

• ODFW working with many groups: 
o Listening to users 
o Barotrauma research 
o Other research 

• Port Orford Ocean Resources Team (community-based fisheries management) 
• Recreational users sharing information on the web 
• Sampling program improvements 
• Sport logs 
• The Creator 
• Timely response on resource (e.g. abalone) 
• Weather right now (rain) 
 
OPPORTUNITIES to positively affect the health of nearshore resources, IDENTIFIED 
BY THE PUBLIC: 
• Allow fishing access year-round (existing halibut fishing days are in foul weather)  
• Angler education (on rockfish life cycle, reproduction) 
• Better ODFW web page better organization, more pictures, easier access to species 

identification page(s) 
• Better understanding (currents, statistics) 
• Bring back the otters revive kelp forests to provide habitat, nurseries, predator 

protection for nearshore fish) 
• Decrease federal government regulations 
• Fishermen want to be good stewards of the sea, since it is their livelihood 
• Get on boats with fishermen practical knowledge 
• More outreach 
• Recognize terrestrial influence 
• Talk to jetty fishermen 
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• Use local expertise/knowledge, ODFW talk to fishermen before developing new 
regulations or implementing regulations 

 
NEEDS 
• More ODFW coffees with fishermen 
• Public education on how to identify fish  
DATA NEEDS 
• Habitat delineation 
• Increased studies on ocean conditions (e.g. El Nino) 
• Stock assessments 
• Studies on recreational impacts 
 
Announcement 
An attendee informed the group that the Pacific Fisheries Management Council would be 
accepting comments on an environmental impact statement (EIS) on alternatives for 
essential ground fish habitat for Pacific Coast.  ODFW has reviewed the 1500-page EIS 
and has created a summary of it for community outreach; comments are due to Pacific 
Fisheries Management Council in May.  The EIS covers essential fish habitat, habitat 
areas of particular concern, and impacts of fisheries.  The alternatives will affect crab 
fisheries, groundfish fisheries 
 
There will be public hearings on the EIS: 
• April 18 at Bandon Community Center 
• April 19 in Newport at the marine science center 
• April 20 in Astoria at the OSU seafood lab 
 
 
Next Steps 
Mr. Van Marter summarized the meeting by referring to the agenda and objectives as 
discussed at the start of the meeting.  He advised participants of the next date and place in 
this series of public meetings.  He also reminded participants that summaries of each of 
the meetings would be available on the ODFW web site, and that participants would be 
notified when they are available. 
  
The next phase of public input will focus on local input regarding monitoring and specific 
opportunities for action.  The first of that series of public meetings is scheduled for April 
25 in Newport, OR.  More information will be distributed to all those invited to the first 
series of public meetings, in addition to those who attended. 
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