
 

Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
Nearshore Marine Resource Management Strategy 

Public Meeting Notes: Gold Beach, 4/26/05 
 
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: Jock Headlee, Peg Reagan, Terry Kennedy, Leesa Cobb, Dan Stinnett, 
Jim Welter, Wes King, Rebecca Bernard, Mark Lottis 
 
Agencies/Sectors/Organizations Represented: 
• Charter boat operators 
• Commercial fisher (2 people) 
• Oregon State Police 
• Port of Brookings Harbor/SAS 
• Port Orford Ocean Resources Team 
• PSMFC 
• Public (local citizen) 
• Sportfishers  
 
ODFW Staff: Rebecca Bernard, Erin Coleman, Pete DeZwart, Cristen Don, Gus Gates, 
Mike Gray, Maggie Sommer 
 
Facilitator: Derek Van Marter 
 
Introduction 
Facilitator Derek Van Marter welcomed attendees and began a round of introductions.  
After the Nearshore Planning Team introduced their selves, 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 is Newport 4-25-05 meeting summary). 
 
Presentation: Oregon Nearshore Strategy 
Mr. Van Marter then introduced Maggie Sommer, who thanked everyone for coming 
before presenting information on the Nearshore Strategy. 
 
(See the Newport 4-25-05 meeting summary for details on the presentation.) 
 
Questions & Responses: Attendees asked the following questions after the presentation: 
Q: You talked about implementation this fall, but at what time will the analysis be done? 
R (Maggie Sommer): We will finish analysis and drafting the Nearshore Strategy by 
June, at which time we are scheduled to release the draft to the public for a 30-day 
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comment period.  The plan is for final Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission approval in 
September.  Keep in mind that this Strategy must be updated at most every ten years, so 
effectively the analysis and synthesis of data is an on-going process. 
 
Q: I have a question on the list of key Strategy species.  I see California Sea Lions on this 
list.  Does that mean they are in trouble? 
R (Maggie Sommer): That is a good question.  The presence of a species on the list does 
not imply they are in trouble.  It implies that now is a good time to focus on the species 
and/or their supporting habitat. 
 
Group Discussion 
Members in attendance stayed in one group to discuss the specific needs of data and 
outreach/education identified in the first series of public meetings.  The small groups 
spent the first 20 minutes discussing in further detail some examples of data needs and 
ideas for solutions to obstacles in meeting those data needs.  In particular, participants 
focused on the two obstacles of limited funding and limited personnel resources or 
expertise. 
 
Groups then transitioned into discussing outreach and education needs for another 40 
minutes.  In this discussion, participants focused on recommending actions, partners and 
potential benchmarks to education and outreach needs identified from the first series of 
public meetings.   
 
The suggestions from the group during the discussion are listed below. 
 
Examples of Data Needs 

• Biological information (age/size at maturity, spawning season), priority on 
commercial fishery 

• Distribution, habitat needs of juveniles and predation 
• Adequate funding for age reading 
• Social, economic data in communities 
• Gear impacts on habitat 
• Use of available data (e.g. ridership program, log books, ODFW surveys) 
• Stock assessment of sea lions (Robin Brown in Corvallis is collecting data) 
• Genetics 
• Species interactions 

 
Ideas for solutions to data needs obstacles 

• To address limited funding: 
o Federal responsibilities (SWG, others?) 
o License money  numbers are decreasing as a result from decreasing 

opportunities to fish 
o Utilize log books for current information (e.g. weather patterns and fish 

quotas) 
o PFMC proposal to “give” fish to trawls  should look at generating $$ 

for this 
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• To address limited people-time, expertise: 
o Cooperation with other agencies in data collection (e.g. Feds  social, 

economic studies) 
o Collate grant application information for a baseline 
o Cooperation with charter boats and other for surveys 
o Is there a clearinghouse of all the available data?0 

 
Outreach and Education Needs 
 

Need Recommended Action Partner(s) 
Benchmarks 

*Need baseline 
for all 

Fish ID for 
anglers 

• Brochures with color 
photos 

• Replicate existing 
programs on species 
ID (e.g. Canadian 
goose) for licensing 

class on ID and 
release techniques 

• Develop release 
device that is most 
effective put in 
sport fishing 
regulations and 
provide to sport 
fishers 

• Kiosks for ID at 
major ports 

• Add fish ID to boat 
inspections 
requirements 

• Sport fishing regs 
• Ports (for 

kiosks/education 
materials) 

• OR Coast 
Aquarium 

• State Parks 
 

Decreased 
“wrong” fish 
through 
continued fish 
surveys at docks  
 
Decrease in 
citations will 
result in better 
fish ID among 
users 
 
Random phone 
surveys 
(volunteers) can 
result in better 
user data 

Info on 
rockfish release 
methods 

• Develop release 
device that is most 
effective put in 
sport fishing 
regulations and 
provide to sport 
fishers 

• Get information out 
to sportsmen shows 
and other venues 

• Color brochures with 
adults and juveniles 

• Sport/commercial 
fisheries 

• Gear manufacturers 

Exit surveys at 
the end of the 
season could get 
at specific 
information 
(when turning in 
license) 

“Invisibility” 
of ocean 

• Develop materials for 
sportsmen shows 

• Research/Ed center 
in Curry County 
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resources • Remote cameras and 
videos 

• OR Coast 
Aquarium 

Info on life 
history of 
marine fish and 
wildlife 

• Develop materials for 
sportsmen shows 

• Focus on specific 
Strategy species 

• Data on the aging of 
fish and productivity 

• Research/Ed center 
in Curry County 

• Media outreach 
(features, articles) 

 

Info on 
vulnerability of 
intertidal 
animals and 
habitats 

• Develop materials for 
sportsmen shows 

•   

 
Other Suggestions 

• Develop outreach materials for sportsmen shows and other festivals/venues up 
and down the coast 

• Develop and implement release methods make results and methods widely 
available (e.g. clips, barbless hooks requires a regulation change) 

• Color photos for materials descriptions are of adults in the current regulations, 
but fishers are catching a lot of juveniles which may not match the descriptions 

• Use kiosks for education at major ports 
• Utilize the rotating education theme at the Aquarium 

 
Comment: It seems like we have spent a lot of time this evening focused on a regional 
basis, whereas at the first series of public meetings the focus was more statewide. 
R (Maggie Sommer): That is true. In this series of public meetings we have focused 
more on identifying regional opportunities to address these needs.  The Nearshore 
Strategy will encompass the entire nearshore from high tide out to the 30-fathom depth 
contour, but opportunities for action may be region-specific as we move down the coast.  
This is the kind of information we need to capture early in the development of the 
Nearshore Strategy. 
 
Next Steps 
Mr. Van Marter thanked everyone for their input during the meeting and summarized by 
referring to the agenda and objectives as discussed at the start of the meeting.  He 
reminded participants that summaries from each of the first series of public meetings 
were on the ODFW web site, and that summaries from this series of public meetings 
would be added in about a week. 
 
Ms. Sommer closed by thanking everyone for their interest and participation in 
development of the Nearshore Strategy.  She reviewed the timeline of completion of the 
Strategy.  A draft will be prepared by the summer and an initial presentation to the 
Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission is scheduled for July 8, 2005 in Salem.  Around 
that time, a draft will be released to the public for review during a 30-day comment 
period.  A final draft of the Strategy and a summary of public comments will be 
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presented to the Commission on September 9, 2005 in Tillamook.  Implementation of the 
Strategy will begin in the fall.   
 
Mr. Van Marter encouraged people to stay engaged and to review the summaries of the 
second series of public meetings.  He thanked everyone for coming and closed the 
meeting at 8:00 p.m. 
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Current and potential threats to the health of nearshore marine resources identified by public participants at 
meetings on the Nearshore Strategy in March and April, 2005:
Please note: This list shows the suggestions of individuals from the general public, industry, conservation groups and other non-governmental organizations heard at a
series of public meetings on Oregon's Nearshore Strategy in March and April, 2005. This list does not represent the opinions of, or intent of future actions by, the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.

threats (individual line items or whole categories) initially characterized as high priority by participants at the March/April 2005 public meetings indicated by *

* lack of public awareness
Invisibility of ocean resources

* Lack of education on fish identification
* Lack of public awareness (residents & visitors) on life history characteristics, vulnerability, etc.

Lack of seafood consumers' awareness of issues

* inadequate data collection, analysis, timely use
* Data not current when used
* Not enough data 

Have lots of data, not enough analysis & use of it
Inadequate fish distribution & movement patterns

* Inadequate habitat mapping
* Inadequate historic baseline info
* Inadequate life history information
* Inadequate nearshore fish stock assessments
* Inadequate understanding of ecosystem function, predator-prey interactions
* Lack of sufficient funding for research
* Lack of local science

Lack of data on sand movement
Observer data not always recorded correctly, not available to public

* habitat loss/alteration
Altered nearshore oceanographic/sediment transport mechanisms due to jetties, estuary dredging
Altered river hydrology (due to dams, dredging, water use practices, etc.)

* Coastal development (increasing; poorly planned/regulated; increased impervious surface area & runoff; estuarine/coastal wetland fill)
Dredge spoil disposal (habitat alteration; contaminants)
Freshwater export potential
Global climate change

* Kelp beds vulnerable
Large storm events/natural disasters (tsunamis, earthquakes)

* Oil/gas/mineral development potential
* Other energy development (wind/wave)
* Shoreline armoring

Upland impacts (alterations in sediment/freshwater input; nonpoint source pollution)

water quality
* Coastal development (poorly planned/regulated; increased impervious surface area & runoff; increased wastewater/sewage)

Dredge spoil disposal & increased turbidity
* Ocean aquaculture potential

Oil spill potential
* Pollution (point and non-point; examples were wastewater treatment/raw sewage discharges; pulp/paper mill effluent; agrochemicals/fertilizers; etc.)

Private dumping
* Sewage overflows



Current and potential threats to the health of nearshore marine resources identified by public participants at 
meetings on the Nearshore Strategy in March and April, 2005:
Please note: This list shows the suggestions of individuals from the general public, industry, conservation groups and other non-governmental organizations heard at a
series of public meetings on Oregon's Nearshore Strategy in March and April, 2005. This list does not represent the opinions of, or intent of future actions by, the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.

threats (individual line items or whole categories) initially characterized as high priority by participants at the March/April 2005 public meetings indicated by *

wildlife disturbance
Light pollution from motels
Noise pollution/noise disturbance
Trampling intertidal habitats, animals, plants

harvest issues: localized/generalized overharvest, bycatch, spawner harvest
Bycatch/discard
Efficient fishing gear/technology

* Existing closed areas concentrate effort in remaining open areas (i.e., shift from offshore into nearshore)
High, continued sport harvest by some individuals
Inadequate management of algae collection
Inadequate management of urchin harvest
Increased shellfish harvest
Increasing sport & commercial fishing effort from neighboring states
Lack of upper length limit for lingcod & cabezon
Lingcod bycatch/discard high due to season closures

* Nets
* Overfishing (sport or commercial)
* Overpopulation (human) & overconsumption

indadequate management
* Conflicting regulations & authorities

Disconnect between federal regulations and local conditions
Inadequate monitoring/enforcement of existing harvest regulations
Insufficient regulations on some types of harvest

* Lack of comprehensive ecosystem or multi-species management
* Lack of coordination between management authorities (state/local/federal government agencies & tribes)

Lack of local science & management
Management slow to respond to new information/changing conditions

* Non-stakeholders making decisions / fishing industry not being listened to
Regulations without common sense
Separation of estuaries & upland from ocean in management & science

ecosystem imbalance
Algae blooms
High lingcod population (prey on juvenile rockfish)

* Invasive species
* Marine mammals--high population levels
* Ocean aquaculture potential



Conservation opportunities identified by public participants at meetings on the Nearshore Strategy in March & 
April, 2005:
Please note: This list shows the suggestions of individuals from the general public, industry, conservation organizations and other non-governmental 
organizations heard at a series of public meetings on Oregon's Nearshore Strategy held in March and April, 2005. The items on this list do not 
represent the opinions of, or intent of future actions by, the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.

Info/education/outreach  on fish ID, biology, distribution; regulations; release methods; opportunities for involvement
Collaborate with other management agencies on information/education
Education: develop classroom modules, newspapers, radio show, flyers at retailers, billboards, etc.
Fish ID:  3-dimensional models
Fish ID:  More cards  (being printed as of 4/13/05)
Fish ID:  Workshops 
Improved ODFW web page (more pictures for fish ID, easier access to ID pages & other info)
Info/education on spawning/brooding seasons, size-fecundity relationship (reduce harvest of spawning/brooding fish, "megaspawners")
Investigate hatcheries for non-salmonids
Investigate the potential of artificial reefs in Oregon's nearshore
Kiosks for education at high use areas (parks, marinas, boat ramps, etc.)
Make info from ODFW tagging program available
Outreach to school/other youth groups
Produce map of nearshore ocean showing details instead of just "blue" 
Publicize summer program opportunities at HMSC
Volunteer coastal monitors/educators (e.g. at campgrounds)
Work with charter operators to educate sport anglers
Workshops/video on how to return fish to depth (suggestion was how to vent fish; non-invasive methods may be better for the fish in long run)

Research, data collection, analysis
Astoria H.S. marine lab
Better mapping (bathymetry, habitat locations, habitat use)
Data on habitat location & bathymetry change from fiber optic companies, sewer/other outfall plans
Improve observer program (ex: recording releases as live v. dead) for better data
Improved computer models
Local/regional research (fish stocks, habitats, human impacts, etc.)--collaborate with existing or new groups (e.g., POORT)
Observer program--improve data collection & recording methods, publicize data & analyses
Partner with CoastWatch & similar groups (additional suggestion was adopt-a-mile of beach & record observations at low tide)
Partnerships with fishermen for data collection
Shellfish surveys using shellfish license funds
Sport fishing logbooks
Sport fishing observers
Use latest technology for better info (ex: underwater cameras, monitors, etc.)



Conservation opportunities identified by public participants at meetings on the Nearshore Strategy in March & 
April, 2005:
Please note: This list shows the suggestions of individuals from the general public, industry, conservation organizations and other non-governmental 
organizations heard at a series of public meetings on Oregon's Nearshore Strategy held in March and April, 2005. The items on this list do not 
represent the opinions of, or intent of future actions by, the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.

Use volunteers to assist with data collection

Incentives  for voluntary conservation actions
Incentives/collaboration for lower impact gear (re: bycatch, habitat damage) development & use
Hire-the-fisherman type programs 
Public awards/recognition for voluntary conservation actions

More coordinated, responsive, & local management; ecosystem or multi-species management; simple, common-sense regulations
Capitalize on momentum from U.S. & Pew Ocean Commissions' reports
Consider reducing number of estuaries dredged for navigation 
Cumulative sport limit for groundfish
Eliminate zones restricting commercial harvest of black rockfish in certain areas
Form local management or "stewardship" groups (ex: POORT, watershed councils)
Implement ecoregional management
Incorporate upland & estuarine ecosystems into ocean planning/management
Increased cooperation between management agencies
ODFW more active in federal management (PFMC)
Partner with watershed councils and/or similar organizations
Upper size limit for lingcod, cabezon, abalone (reduce harvest of "megaspawners")

also heard:
Estuary restoration
Reintroduce sea otters, revive kelp habitats
Use sediment buildup behind dams for beach nourishment



Draft-Linkages Between Strategy Species and Threats 
 
 
Types of Threats: 

A lack of public awareness E wildlife disturbance 
B inadequate data collection, analysis, 

timely use 
F harvest issues: localized/generalized 

overharvest, bycatch, spawner harvest 
C habitat loss/alteration G inadequate management 
D water quality H ecosystem imbalance 

 

 Threats 

Species A B C D E F G H 

Big skate x x       
Black & yellow rockfish x x     x  
Black rockfish x x     x  
Blue rockfish x x     x  
Bocaccio x     x   
Brown rockfish x x     x  
Bull kelp    x  x   
Cabezon  x     x  
California mussel    x x    
California sea lion       x x 
Canary rockfish x     x   
China rockfish x x     x  
Copper rockfish x x     x  
Dungeness crab  x       
Eulachon   x   x   
Flat abalone  x x x     
Giant octopus  x       
Gopher rockfish x x     x  
Grass rockfish x x     x  
Gray whale     x    
Green sturgeon  x x   x   
Harbour porpoise  x   x    
Kelp greenling  x     x  
Lingcod      x x  
Northern anchovy  x       
Northern elephant seal         



 Draft-Linkages Threats 

Species A B C D E F G H 

Ochre sea star     x    
Pacific harbor seal        x 
Pacific herring  x x      
Pile perch  x       
Purple sea urchin  x   x x   
Quillback rockfish x x     x  
Razor clam  x  x     
Red abalone  x x x  x   
Red sea urchin x x    x   
Redtail surfperch  x       
Rock greenling  x     x  
Rock scallop  x       
Sea palm x     x   
Shiner perch  x       
Spiny dogfish x x    x x  
Starry flounder  x x      
Steller sea lion         
Striped perch  x       
Surf grass   x x     
Surf smelt   x      
Tiger rockfish x x     x  
Topsmelt  x       
Vermilion rockfish x x     x  
White sturgeon  x x   x   
Wolf-eel      x   
Yelloweye rockfish x     x   
Yellowtail rockfish x         

 
Types of Threats: 

A lack of public awareness E wildlife disturbance 
B inadequate data collection, analysis, 

timely use 
F harvest issues: localized/generalized 

overharvest, bycatch, spawner harvest 
C habitat loss/alteration G inadequate management 
D water quality H ecosystem imbalance 

 




