


Minutes of the 17 August meeting of the Oregon Coast Work Group (OCWF) of the Oregon and Northern California Coast (ONCC) Technical Recovery Team (TRT), Corvallis, Oregon
Attendance.  OCWG Members: Tom Nickelson, Pete Lawson, Tom Wainwright, Laurie Weitkamp, Kelly Moore, Gordie Reeves; Staff: Heather Stout, Justin Mills, Rosemary Furfey; Visitors: Kevin Goodson (ODFW), Kaitlin Lovell (Trout Unlimited), and Bruce McIntosh (ODFW).
The meeting convened at 10:20 am.

1.  Agenda revisions.  The agenda was accepted with minor revisions.
2.  Minutes.  Minutes of July 14 meetings were approved.
3. Ocean conditions.  Workgroup members briefly discussed the latest reports of ocean conditions in the Northwest.  Especially notable was Bill Peterson’s report that Euphausiid egg density (a proxy for total abundance) has gone from the lowest on record to the highest on record in a matter of months.
4.  Task reports.  Rosemary reported that the briefing for Bob Lohn on Oregon coast coho listing/delisting will occur August 24th and will include many parties from both the region and science center.  The federal register notice announcing the decision is forecast for November.

Rosemary also described the recent stakeholder meeting and the continuing evolution of the recovery planning process.  For example, the state is developing expert panels that will address key questions on limiting factors and threats to get rapid answers, which will complement longer-term, more detailed efforts.

Gordie mentioned that the CLAMs group was funded to review riparian conditions and land use practices affecting them.  A report should be completed by the end of September.

5.  Criteria in Viability report.  The bulk of the meeting was devoted to discussing the criteria used in the decision support system.  Most of this discussion centered on the meaning of the truth scores (-1 to +1), whether current criteria are consistent with the original pre-DSS criteria, and whether the operators are appropriate for rolling things up.  Some criteria were changed, while others were left unchanged after lengthy discussion, and quite few were slightly reworded.  
6.  Public comments.  Kaitlin mentioned that while the viability criteria are designed so that a single weak population will not keep the entire ESU from failing the persistence or sustainability criteria, the criteria should be equally immune to the influences of a particularly strong population, which might otherwise overshadow a number of weak populations.
7.   Sensitively analysis.  Justin described the sensitivity analysis he has conducted on the viability criteria, which examined the effects of altering the inputs by 10% and removing the viability model results.  His conclusion was the ESU-level scores are generally robust to this level of change.

8.  Progress report to the Region.  Considerable discussion was given to how to describe the preliminary viability results in the progress report so that they will not be misinterpreted.  Tom N. suggested that values above zero should be considered in support of the statement, while those below zero are not in support.  The distance from zero reflects the uncertainty in the support—the further from zero, the less uncertainty.  The memo will be transmitted on Friday (Aug. 19).
9.  Review tasks/identify work products
The current plan is to have the viability report to the entire TRT by October 3.  To achieve this, the following items still need completing:
· revise DSS network (Justin) and run

· revise criteria (Tom W)

· revise sensitivity analysis (Justin)

· revise document body before and after editor (Tom W)

· revise appendices to reflect editor’s comments

The Oct 18 full TRT meeting will be devoted to the report.  Under a worst-case scenario (i.e., full TRT requests many changes), a co-manager’s draft should be available in early January.

10.  Future meetings.  The next two OCWG meetings will be Sep. 8 (begin limiting factors) and Nov. 21 (to discuss the full TRT’s comments on the viability report and analysis).  The full TRT meeting is scheduled for Oct 18 in Ashland to discuss the viability report and analysis.
11.  Public Comments.   Several useful comments were provided regarding possible misinterpretation of wording on the progress report.  Otherwise, no public comments were given.
The meeting adjourned at 4:30 pm.

