


Minutes of the 12 December 2005 meeting of the Oregon Coast Work Group (OCWG) of the Oregon and Northern California Coast (ONCC) Technical Recovery Team (TRT), Corvallis, Oregon
Attendance: OCWG Members: Tom Nickelson, Pete Lawson, Kelly Moore, Gordie Reeves, Chuck Huntington (by phone); Staff: Heather Stout, Rosemary Furfey, Justin Mills; Visitors: Les Helgeson (Native Fish Society), Kaitlin Lovell (Trout Unlimited)

The meeting convened at 10:25 AM.

1. Agenda Revisions:  The agenda was accepted with no revisions.
2. Minutes: Minutes of the November 21, 2005 meeting were approved with no revisions.

3. Biological Recovery Draft Conclusions:  Gordie asserted that habitat will probably decline in the future, but this is not reflected in current model results.  The team agreed to add an uncertainty section to the conclusion.  Heather and Tom W. will completely rewrite the sustainability section to reflect the team’s conclusion that the ESU is on the positive side of sustainability but in a fragile state.  They will also work extensively on the persistence section.
4. Biological Recovery Draft Internal Comments:  Very few internal comments were received; most focused on revisions to the executive summary.  In response to a request for additional summary data tables and Pete’s experiences in presenting this work, the team decided to add these tables and additional maps showing the decision support system (DSS) results.

5. Limiting Factors Discussion: The limiting factors analysis continues to move forward.  Gordie suggested bringing the AREMP DSS into the process.  After the listing determination for OC Coho is released, additional internal NOAA Fisheries Service analysis will become available.  
6. Task Reports: Rosemary shared the progress report and timeline for OC Coho recovery plan as part of NOAA Fisheries Service’s commitment to have salmon recovery plans by Dec. 25, 2005.  She would like to see the TRT reconcile state and stakeholder team products, as well as analyze recovery scenarios.  Discussion of ongoing concerns about the TRT’s role in the recovery planning process and the apparent speed of the process led to the team deciding to change the direction of their work.  The team will now focus on review and rapid analysis, releasing more frequent but smaller documents analyzing specific issues of concern.
7. Review Tasks: Heather will try to have the final comanagers’ draft of the Biological Recovery document out on January 18, 2006.  Team member comments are needed by January 13.  Justin will create additional maps for the document and send out a summary of the AREMP DSS by January 6, 2006.
8. Future Meetings: The next workgroup meetings are January 18, 2006  and February 24, 2006 at FSL 200.  The next stakeholders’ team meetings are January 20 and February 23 (locations to be determined).
9. Public Comments: Kaitlin Lovell expressed support for the TRT’s work on the Biological Recovery Draft and the need for TRT products to play a bigger role in the stakeholders’ team work, particularly in light of the State’s analysis process.  Les Hegleson also expressed support for the TRT’s work, and expressed concern about the State’s treatment of uncertainty in their analysis.  Both commentors would like the recovery plan development process to slow down for better analysis.
The meeting adjourned at 2:30 PM.

