
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
Nearshore Marine Resource Management Strategy 

Public Meeting Notes: Roseburg, 4/1/05 
 
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 (affiliation, if any): Jerry Meyer, Robin Hartmann, Harry & Janice 
Green 
 
Agencies/Sectors/Organizations Represented: 
• Douglas County Health Department 
• Fish biologist 
• Oregon Shores Conservation Coalition 
• Sport fishing 
 
ODFW Staff: Cristen Don, Kirk Haskett, Dave Loomis, Jim Muck, Maggie Sommer, 
Brett Wiedoff  
 
Facilitators (Triangle Associates): Chris Page, Derek Van Marter 
 
Introduction 
Facilitator Derek Van Marter welcomed attendees and explained that this was the fifth in 
a series of six public meetings.  He mentioned that some citizens had come to previous 
meetings with the impression that ODFW intended to shut down the crab fishery, when in 
fact the opposite is true – the state is seeking non-regulatory tools to keep our nearshore 
resources healthy. 
 
Mr. Van Marter then began a round of introductions.  Each attendee stated his/her name 
and affiliation, if any. 
 
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 notes.  
 
Questions & Responses: Upon completion of the presentation, an attendee asked: 
Q: How does this relate to the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)? 
Response: This is a state program and that is a federal agency.  NMFS has jurisdiction 
from three miles on out.  They also have jurisdiction over certain species of fish, so if 
those species are within three miles then NMFS has jurisdiction. 
Comment: What really inhibits your program is when you cut off recreational programs 
without much notice.  It becomes very hard for a person recreating at the coast to connect 
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to – since 2/3 of the people who recreate on the coast don’t have a computer.  The coastal 
economy is really impacted when you shut those seasons off.  When people have already 
made the trip and then find out they can’t recreate, people get very angry and the public 
gets the idea that you don’t know what you’re doing.  Think about not ending the fishery 
completely but rather imposing a tight limit, e.g. 1 or 2 fish. 
Response: After last fall when the recreational groundfish fishery closed earlier than 
expected because we reached the federal harvest cap for black rockfish, we heard the 
same thing.  In response, we set up an advisory committee to figure out better ways to try 
and make sure the sport groundfish season lasts into the fall, and to get information on 
any regulation changes or other info to the public.  We have set up a web site that will 
show the sport catch of groundfish through the season once the first sampling numbers 
are available, so anyone can see how close we are to reaching the limit for those species 
that are capped. 
Comment: Before you closed the yellow eye fishery, I caught a really large yellow eye 
over at Port Orford.  After I found out how old the fish was, I felt like I killed a parent.  A 
lot of the fishermen don’t know these types of things, and I could have turned that fish 
loose had I known. 
Response: So we could do a better job of public education and outreach on the biology 
and life history of these fish. 
 
Group Discussion 
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.   
 
The lists of threats, successes, and opportunities are bulleted below.  High priority threats 
as identified by the small groups at the Roseburg meeting are italicized at the top of the 
full list of threats. 
 
THREATS to the health of nearshore resources, IDENTIFIED BY THE PUBLIC: 
(sub-bullets are to add detail) 
• Lack of data 
• Not enough public education 
• Aquaculture 
• Budget and funding cuts for research programs 
• Fishing technology/efficiency of fish harvest 
• Fractured management between different agencies (DEQ has authority over water, 

DSL over bed/habitat, ODFW over fish, ODA over shellfish testing, etc). 
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• Climate change making ocean conditions change rapidly makes identification of 
trends difficult 

• Commercial kelp harvest 
• Difficulty of helping public understand what is under the surface; nearshore 

(management) is not visible or clear to the public 
• Invasive species, e.g. green mitten crab and others moving up the coast 
• Lack of sustainable fisheries 
• Ocean dumping 
• Oregon does not look at connection between nearshore and other areas, e.g. estuaries, 

streams, uplands 
• Political oversight 
• Port development and associated sprawl  impacts habitat, fisheries 
• Runoff from urban areas and agricultural areas 
• Single species management as opposed to ecosystem management 
• Tourism: beach access allows every visitor to pick up a shellfish if they want 
• Tsunami (potential) 
• Offshore development: 

o Oil and gas now that the ban has expired 
o Wave energy 
o Wind energy 

 
WHAT’S WORKING to maintain/restore/enhance the health of nearshore resources in 
Oregon or elsewhere, IDENTIFIED BY THE PUBLIC: 
• Alaska fishery management: several seasons of short duration so no species gets over-

fished at any given time. 
• Collaboration with commercial fishers, e.g. observer data state gets 
• Commercial limited entry 
• Conservative management 
• Coordination and planning in response to incidents such as oil spills 
• (In freshwater areas): creating ownership of the resources and breaking it down so 

people can take stewardship of areas 
• Federal effort to map Essential Fish Habitat 
• Hawaii outreach brochures on fish, ocean/nearshore/terrestrial habitat, non-native 

species, etc. 
• PMFC process/effort, e.g. implementation of Sustainable Fisheries Act 
• Public ownership of entire coast – gives agencies good access and management 

authority over those areas 
• Quality people at ODFW: knowledge base is filtering through the agency and helping 

with public outreach/education 
• Response at ODFW to complaints about Labor Day [2004 sport groundfish] closure 

has been outstanding  The information that is now available gives fishermen the 
opportunity to either help themselves or hang themselves. 

• Some increase in public awareness need more, e.g. kiosks 
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OPPORTUNITIES to positively affect the health of nearshore resources, IDENTIFIED 
BY THE PUBLIC: 
• Designation of marine parks could provide opportunities for public education  
• Elect officials that are friendly to sport fishing  
• Estuary partnerships 
• Estuary recovery, e.g. slowing down dredging, only allowing ships to come into some 

bays instead of all bays & reserving some (smaller) bays as sanctuaries. 
• Habitat restoration/improvement (jetties): explore available technology to manage 

existing structures or identify areas where ODFW could do  
• Map of nearshore or of Oregon’s waters that is not just blue but has some colors, 

some indication of the resources out there or the land/seascape 
• Offshore exploration can also add habitat (see Gulf states) – must be done properly. 
• “Rigs to reefs” – oil rigs or other artificial structures as habitat 
• US Commission on Ocean Policy report & Pew Report  recommendations from 

these 
 
NEEDS
• Better control in the way the live fish fishery is run: they have more than their share 
• Coastal community contacts for info on marine resources  
• Coordination between agencies 
• Equity between sport and commercial fish take 
• Management should be at local level, e.g. small watershed council that also addresses 

nearshore areas 
• Public education at state parks on coast, e.g. boards showing different species. 
DATA NEEDS 
• Connection between land/estuaries/nearshore  
• Economic contribution of sport fishing 
• Habitat mapping 
• Live fish fishery catch 
• Long-term data sets to identify trends 
• Mercury content in fish 
 
Question (by ODFW): How do we help people make a connection to the nearshore? 
Response: I’ve heard the fish identification cards are helpful.  Having good new ideas for 
public education would be very helpful to us.   
 
Question: What is the process for public input on this strategy? 
Response: We’ll be going out to the public for conservation opportunities next month.  
At this point, we’ve scheduled one meeting (Newport, April 25th, 6-8pm) but may add 
more.  We’ll present a list of species in greatest conservation need there and ask for ideas 
on how to help address the threats to those species.  By June we will have a draft of the 
strategy and the public will be able to comment on it, likely between mid June and late 
July.  We will then take the strategy to the Oregon Fish & Wildlife Commission in 
August for review and approval. 
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Comment: I’d suggest starting your strategy now by dividing up the coast into small, 
local areas for ease of planning, adoption by locals, tailoring of specific solutions, etc.  
One-size-fits all does not work well for management of natural resources. 
 
Question: Are there any small grant sources for public education? 
Response: There are federal sources (e.g. Conservation and Recovery Act), and the state 
will be applying for them; we are not sure what projects they will be used for but these 
funds are to be used for on the ground projects, for example, information kiosks such as 
were suggested tonight.  There are other public and private funding sources you can seek, 
it depends on what specifically you want to do. 
 
Question: How would someone go after those? 
Response (from audience member): Well you’d have to have an organization (e.g. 
watershed council) – or go to an existing one with your idea.  There is tons of money for 
estuary projects. 
 
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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