


Minutes of the 8 September 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, Laurie Weitkamp, Kelly Moore, Gordie Reeves, Chuck Huntington; Staff: Heather Stout, Justin Mills, Rosemary Furfey; Visitors: Kaitlin Lovell (Trout Unlimited), and Paul Englemeyer (ODFW).
The meeting convened at 10:15 am.

1.  Agenda revisions.  The agenda was accepted without revision.
2.  Minutes.  Minutes of August 17 meetings were approved.
3. Ocean conditions.  Workgroup members briefly discussed the latest reports of ocean conditions in the Northwest.  It appears that the ocean is finally more “typical” after being extremely warm early in the summer followed by an extended period of intense upwelling.
4.  DSS sensitivity analysis.  Justin reported on the results of a sensitivity analysis of the decision support system-based viability analysis.  The analysis appears to be most sensitive to PP-2 (the viability models) because of the shape of the truth curve.

5. New paper on supplementation.  Pete and Tom N. briefly discussed their recently published paper on modeling the effects of hatchery supplementation on long term coho abundance.  Their conclusion was that supplementation had far less impact on abundance than habitat restoration.

6.  Criteria in Viability report.  The majority of the meeting time was devoted to discussing the draft biological recovery criteria report.  Most of the discussion focused on specific wording of either criteria or metrics to ensure consistency between the two, and with the original intent of the criteria.  A few minor modifications to the DSS framework were made that are expected to have little impact on overall scores.  Further comments on the draft should be sent to Heather by September 19th.
7.  Public comments.  Paul Englemeyer attended the meeting to voice concern about the stakeholder group’s apparent misinterpretation of terminology and management actions, and the urgent need to resolve the issue.  In particular, the stakeholders have been lead to believe that “intrinsic potential” is equivalent to “recovery potential”, while there are questions about the abundance data used to decide harvest levels under Amendment 13.  Rosemary will coordinate efforts to have key people address the stakeholder group to clear up these misunderstandings and answer questions.
8.  Task reports.  Rosemary reported that the next three stakeholders meetings are designed for stakeholders to provide information they have about liming factors and threats.  This is in contrast to previous meetings which were designed to inform stakeholders of the recovery process, coho salmon management, the TRT, etc.  Rosemary also mentioned that recovery plans need cost analysis, so she will be working with Mark Plummer (economist at NWFSC) on this.
Heather brought up the topic of limiting factors and how the workgroup will deal with it.  The group consensus was that the entire workgroup would focus on the topic, not a subgroup as had initially been done for the viability analysis.  The group also felt that a first step in this process was to gather as many examples as feasible of the approaches taken by other entities (TRTs, watershed councils, agencies, etc.) for this type of analysis.  We could hopefully “borrow” attractive elements from some approaches while avoiding the pitfalls of others.
9.  Schedule future meetings.  The next TRT and workgroup meetings are October 18 in Ashland and November 22 (formerly scheduled for Nov. 21), and December 13 in Corvallis.
10.  Public comment.  No public comments were provided.

The meeting adjourned at 2:40 pm.

