
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
Nearshore Marine Resource Management Strategy 

Public Meeting Notes: Newport, 3/29/05 
 
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: Robert Anderson, David Allen, Mitchell & Linda Buell, Walter 
Chuck, Allen Cramer, Jen Cramer, Jim Crotts, Stephen Dana, Paul Engelmeyer, Jock 
Headlee, Darrel Harper, Scott Heppell, Kaety Hildenbrand, Laurel Hillman,  Susan Hogg, 
Roger Jones, Cyndi Karp, Jayme Knight, Michael Liu, Melinda McComb, Markus Mead, 
Sara Meguffy, Charlotte Miller, Abigail McCarthy, Craig & Jeannie Murk, Terry 
Obteshka, Sylvia Pauly, Fran Recht, Dennis Richey, Liz Riley, David Sampson, Tad 
Schwager, John Sherman, Fred Sickler, Mike Sorenson, Gil Sylvia, Josie Thompson, 
Terry Thompson 
 
Agencies/Sectors/Organizations Represented: 
• Commercial fishing 
• Sport fishing 

o Private anglers  
o Charter operators  

 Newport Tradewinds 
o Sportfishing Advisory Group (public advisory group to ODFW) 

• Other businesses 
o Oregon Surf Shop 

• Other recreational users 
o Beachwalker  
o Diver 
o Rock hunter 
o Surfer 
o Tidepooler  

• State government 
o Oregon Parks & Recreation Department (OPRD) 
o OPRD-National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration (NOAA)fellow 
o ODFW 

• Federal government 
o Groundfish observers 
o Pacific Fisheries Management Council (PFMC)/SAS 
o PFMC habitat program 
o NOAA contractor  
o WCGOP-West Coast Groundfish Observer Program 

• Non-governmental organizations 
o NGO/Intertidal research  
o Oregon Anglers  
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o Oregon Conservation Corps 
o Oregon Shores Conservation Coalition 
o Surfrider Foundation  

• General Public 
• Universities 

o Oregon State University (OSU) faculty 
o OSU students  
o Oregon Sea Grant Extension 
o OSU/Coastal Oregon Marine Experiment Station (COMES) 
o OSU/Partnership for the Interdisciplinary Study of Coastal Oceans (PISCO) 
o Hatfield Marine Science Center SeaFest 

• Other 
o Marine resource economist 
o Nautical experience 
o Mid-Coast Watershed District 

 
ODFW Staff: Serina Adams, Bill Barss, Ed Bowles, Patty Burke, Steve Kupillas, Erin 
Coleman, Cristen Don, Dave Fox, Keith Matteson, Scott Malvitch, Maggie Sommer, 
Carla Sowell, Mitch Vance, Hal Weeks, Brett Wiedoff 
 
Facilitators (Triangle Associates): Chris Page, Derek Van Marter 
 
Introduction 
Facilitator Derek Van Marter welcomed attendees and 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 before presenting information on the Nearshore Strategy. 
 
Ms. Sommer’s presentation is summarized in the Astoria 3-28-05 meeting summary.  
 
Questions & Responses: Upon completion of the presentation, an attendee asked: 
Q: Can we ask questions on the presentation and find out who’s in the room?  I’d like to 
know who’s represented here. 
R: Since we are short on time, let’s have folks explain their interest and connection to the 
nearshore in the small groups. 
Comment: We need to know what interests are represented in the room before we split 
up into small groups.  I want to make sure there are commercial fishers in the room. 
R: Let’s have a show of hands from the various sectors. 
ODFW staff: ~14 
Other government staff: ~4 
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NGO: ~3 
Sport fishers: ~15 
Unaffiliated citizens: ~10 
 
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.  The group discussed each suggested threat 
as the facilitator recorded them on flipchart paper.  After 25 minutes of this discussion, 
citizens were asked 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 list of threats, 
successes, and opportunities are bulleted below.  High priority threats as identified by the 
small groups at the Newport meeting are italicized at the top of the full list of threats. 
 
THREATS TO HEALTH OF NEARSHORE RESOURCES, IDENTIFIED BY PUBLIC:   
(italics indicate high priority items; sub-bullets are to add detail) 
• Bad data/Lack of data/Lack of research to collect relevant data (see “DATA NEEDS” 

list below) 
• Farm fishing 
• Freedom of the seas 
• Habitat destruction (including estuaries): 

o Bottom trawling, especially rock-hopper gear (not as bad as it used to be) 
o Coastal development/armoring 
o Development upstream more runoff, more pollution 

• Invasive species: 
o Domoic acid 
o Introduced species in nearshore 
o Ballast water 

• Lack of coordination between governments 
• Lack of ecosystem-based management/Lack of multi-species management 
• Potential for oil & gas exploration 
• Pollution: 

o Non-point: 
 Fertilizers/nitrates (from both lawns and agriculture) 
 Golf course runoff 
 Herbicides 
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 Parking lots 
 Pesticides 
 Pharmaceutical chemicals (human and animal) 
 Septic system pollution 

o Point source: 
 Raw sewage from faulty outfall, overflows, plant failures 

• Population growth and coastal development – specific issues include:: 
o Beach access: difficult in some areas now and will be increasingly difficult in 

the future as coastal development increases 
o Coastal armoring/rip-rap/stairs 
o Destruction of tidal areas 
o Erosion 
o Failing existing infrastructure 
o Increase in seasonal tourism 
o Jetties increased sand build-up 
o New development 
o Pollution 
o Seawalls, changing beach profiles 
o Tourist impacts: 

 Disturbing wildlife, e.g. during nesting/brooding 
 Trampling habitat (kelp beds, tidepools) 
 Motel light pollution 
 Feeding crows more crows come & end up eating snails that feed 

other species 
• Shift of fishing from offshore to nearshore (especially sport groundfish) 

• Algae collection: need management (commercial and recreational) 
• Aquaculture  water quality issues, non-native species issues, escapement issues and 

competition with wild populations 
• Aquaculture: offshore and nearshore 
• Ballast water 
• Beach dragging (commercial bottom trawling) 
• Changed river hydrology 
• Changed upland material flow (upland ocean) 
• Climate change 
• Concern about Bill #734 + marine reserves 
• Conflicting recreational uses of beach 
• Dams 
• Decreasing fresh water availability 
• Decreasing fresh water inputs from estuaries & streams 
• Desalination 
• Destruction of fishing potential  
• Division of the ocean (i.e. aquaculture) 
• Dredge spoils (specifically: Columbia River, Yaquina Bay): impacts crabbers 
• El Nino exacerbation 
• Energy development 
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o Oil and gas 
o Wave energy 

Enforcement difficulty-need creativity in seeking solutions   
Farm fishing 
• Federal regulations on state waters (unfunded mandate) 
• Freedom of the seas (taking away beach/nearshore access)  
• Global warming 
• Harvesting of tidal/marine algae (commercial and private) 
• Hypoxia/climate change 
• Increase in urchin diving 
• Increased shellfish harvest 
• Individual fishing quotas 
• Inland wetland mitigation in exchange for coastal wetland destruction 
• Lack of awareness of public and tourists: need more education and outreach, 

especially on tidal/heavy use areas 
• Lack of coordination between government agencies 
• Lack of education/knowledge on the part of nearshore users 
• Lack of first-hand sea experience 
• Lack of funding for enforcement and research regulation difficulties 
• Lack of public awareness about ecosystems/processes 
• Lack of understanding 
• Large scale marine transport of hazardous materials (e.g., liquid natural gas) 
• Large storm events  
• Long term: division of the ocean no aquaculture 
• Marine pollution ”pack it in, pack it out” 
• Natural disasters (tsunami, earthquake) 
• Non-action on existing data 
• Ocean pollution 
• Oil and gas exploration 
• Oil and mineral development 
• Oil spills 
• Other mammals (e.g. sea lions) 
• Placement of marine reserves 
• Private dumping (in estuaries & on the coast) 
• Raw sewage 

o Faulty treatment plants 
o Sewage overflows from 17 of 29 coastal cities  

• Rip-rap 
• Rockfish aquaculture   
• Seabed mining 
• Sewer discharges 
• Trampling ecosystems (e.g. kelp beds, tidepools) 
• Trawling 
• Water quality (point & nonpoint source pollution) 
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WHAT’S WORKING:  Examples of programs/actions/etc. positively affecting the health 
of nearshore resources IDENTIFIED BY PUBLIC 
• Alaska observer program 
• Buy-back (trawl) 
• Bycatch reduction: 

o Incentives 
o Habitat protection via regulations 
o Technological solutions 

• Canadian observers/researchers 
• Coalitions among public, e.g. beach clean-up 
• Cooperative work: ODFW and sport fishers releasing rockfish at depth 
• Delaware: 

o Beach preservation success 
o Some regulations 
o Public education 

• Double-lined oil tanker ships 
• Gear modification to reduce impacts/by-catch, e.g. experimental flatfish trawl 
• Gear restrictions – though research is not keeping up 
• Healthy ocean (although sport groundfish quota in weight instead of numbers causes 

problems) 
• Incentives in New Zealand: fishing industry funds research and monitoring 
• Large-scale research (PISCO, GLOBEC, CalCOFI, FOCI) 
• Marine reserves are working in some areas: increasing biodiversity and increasing the 

size of fish 
• O.C.E.A.N. (Oregon Coalition Educating Anglers—sportfishing group) 
• Observers on boats catch & bycatch counts 
• Ocean cleanup 
• ODFW willing to get public input (e.g. Sportfishing Advisory Committee) 
• PLP (Port Liaison Program) 
• Port Orford Ocean Resources Team  
• Public education: 

o Broadcast of catch counts/rate to all fishers on internet 
o Coastwatch program 
o Correct species identification 
o Federal regulations posting what can/can’t be dumped 
o Oregon Coast Aquarium   
o Outreach on how to minimize impacts to nearshore, e.g. 

 “Don’t Touch Seal Pups” bumper stickers 
 Haystack Rock Awareness Program 
 Coos Bay marine mammal education 

o Peer pressure from one fisher to another 
o “Straight Talks” (central California) 
o Threatened/problem species education: 
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 I-Fish (internet education, e.g. “don’t use that type of tackle” or “don’t 
fish in these areas at this time”) 

 Oregon Anglers: fishing club education 
o Watershed councils educating citizens to change practices 

• SAFE meetings in Newport-(Stock Assessment Fisheries Evaluation) 
• Self-policing (voluntary/cooperative charter boats switching catch species when 

stocks of one drop, based on education) 
• Sport advisory committee: good representation of coastal views 
• Strong public interest 
• Surfrider group and other nonprofit groups (beach cleanup) 
• Regulations to navigate our waters 
• West Coast Groundfish Observer Program 
 
OPPORTUNITIES to support/enhance/restore healthy nearshore resources IDENTIFIED 
BY PUBLIC: 
• Coastwatch (360 coast miles adopted) state recognition or partnering 
• Dams: sediment buildup could be used for sand nourishment 
• Environmental AND fishing communities both want sustainable fisheries 
• Gear modification: provide incentives for using lower-impact gear, e.g. increased fish 

quotas 
• Hire the Fisherman (revive/expand the program) 
• More cooperation between various state agencies and between state and federal 

agencies 
• Oregon pride sense of ownership protection  
• Potential for education of economic interests, e.g. recreation, tourism 
• Public awards (e.g. for commercial/recreational fishermen that do voluntary 

conservation) 
• Recognize terrestrial link 
• Sunken/introduced reefs 
• Utilize existing local knowledge: work with fishermen 
• Volunteer “mom & pop” coastal monitors – state could provide a free RV/camping 

spot in exchange for people to live on coast in sensitive areas and educate visitors 
• Work with watershed councils 
 
NEEDS
• Flexible plan to address new or upcoming issues 
• Look at past opportunities or mistakes 
• Need good stakeholder involvement to develop nearshore plan 
DATA NEEDS 
• Correct species identification 
• Die-offs 
• Habitat mapping 
• How trawling patterns have changed 
• Identify native endemic algae species 
• Kelp beds 
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• Keystone species 
• Life history information, especially from non-commercial species 
• Ocean dynamics 
• Sea otter restoration, urchin interaction 
• Species diversity monitoring in trawled areas 
• Status of stocks 
• Tidal movements 
• Verification of dock samples (how accurate are fish counts?) 
 
QUESTIONS 
• Where is the line between estuaries and nearshore? 
• Why 30 fathoms? 
 
Suggestion: ask port liaisons to recruit people for meetings 
 
 
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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