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Oregon Ocean Policy Advisory Council -
Draft Meeting Agenda* -
Monday, June 30, 2008, 9 am -~ 3:30 pm - Regular Meeting
Oregon Dept. of State Lands, 775 Summer St NE, Salem

*Please note that this agenda is an attempt to give notice of the intended sequence of events at the meeting. Time
or topics may change up to the last minute, but the Chair will try to make sure that public comment opportunities
are related to discussion of major issues or decisions as indicated below.

7:00 pm

9:00 am

9:05 am

9115 am

9:30 am

10:00 am

10:30am

10:45 am

11:15 am

12:00 pm

Sunday Evening — OPAC Social

Strawberry Shortcake and Ice Cream Social. Agriculture Building, Salem.

Please come and join us for Willamette Valley strawberries, homemade shortcake, and
Tillamook Ice Cream. The event will be at the WW I memorial, just north of the
Agriculture Building (635 Capitol St NE) on the south/west side of Mill Creek. Park on
Capitol St heading north, Summer St heading south, or in the small lot beside the
Agriculture Building and Veterans® Affairs.

Monday — Regular OPAC Meeting -
Land Board Meeting Room, OR. Dept. of State Lands

Welcome and Introductions — Scott McMullen (OPAC Chair) Council Members

Review and Approval of Minutes of /ast OPAC Meetmg ( 10 minutes) - Scott McMullen
(OPAC Cheir), Council Members
Scott will review the minutes and ask for amendments and council adoption, as amended.

West Coast Governors’ Agreement (15 minutes) — Jessica Hamilton (Governor’s Office)
Jessica will report on the current status of the West Coast Governors’ Agreement on
Ocean Health. The Agreement represents a proactive regional collaboration to protect and
manage the ocean and coastal resources along the entire West Coast of the US.

Marine Reserve Enforcement (30 minutes) — Lt. Jeff Samuels (Oregon State Police)
Jeff will review issues relating to enforcement of regulations on Marine Reserves.

Territorial Sea Plan (30 minutes) ~David Allen (Co-Chair, TSP Working Groﬁp)
David will report on recent activities of the Territorial Sea Plan Working Group.

Break (15 minutes)

Marine Reserve Community Meetings (30 minutes) — Christen Don & Jeff Feldner
Cristen and Jeff will report on the series of informational community meetings presenting
to the public the site proposal process. '

Marine Reserves Guidance Document (105 minutes) — Scott McMullen (OPAC Chair)
Scott will lead a discussion of the final draft of the Marine Reserves Guidance Document.
The document has recently been revised to reflect consideration of pubhc commenis, the
Governor's Executive Order, and comments from OPAC

Working Lunch.




1:00 pm Public Comment (60 minutes) — Scott McMullen (OPAC Chair) ‘
Members of the public who wish to provide comments to OPAC are asked to sign in on a
comment sheet prior to the public comment period. The total time will be divided evenly
among these signed up to speak. Members of the public with written comments are
advised to submit them in written form, as time limits will be strictly observed.

2:00 pm Marine Reserves Guidance Document (105 minutes) — Scot McMullen (OPAC Chair)
Continued: Scott will lead a discussion of the final draft of the Marine Reserves Guidance
Document. The document has recently been revised to reflect consideration of public
comments, the Governor’s Executive Order, and comments from OPAC. It is expected
that there will be a vote on adeption of this document at the conclusion of the discussion.

3:00 pm Other Issucs Raised by Members; Future Meetings; Announcements of Coming Events (30
minutes) -~ Scott MeMullen (OPAC Chair)
Agenda items and new issues for the next OPAC meetings will be solicited.
The following dates are proposed for future OPAC meetings in 2008:
OPAC. Late August. Date and location TBD.
OPAC and MRWG. Wednesday, October 8 in Garibaldi.
OPAC. Thursday and Friday, October 23 and 24, in Florence.
OPAC. Monday, November 17 in Lincoln City.

3:30 pm Adjourn

Logistics: Please note and obey municipal parking restrictions. The City of Salem is very sirict in
parking enforcement. Parking is available in a pay lot between Marion and Center Streets, and Winter
and Summer Streets. There are also numerous meters on the streets around DSL. Many of these meters
have time limits, however. Free parking in neighborhood streets north of DSL is also available, but be
aware that some neighborhood streets may have non-resident parking restrictions.

Contact Information: Jay Charland — 503 373-0050 x 253  jav.charland@state.ot.us



Oregon Ocean Policy Advisory Council
DRAFT Meeting Summary
May 22, 2008,
Charleston, Oregon

Issues Decided/Positions Taken

» The council approved the draft minutes from the March 28, 2008 meeting
with one amendment.

nameplates on display during OPAC meetings.
OPAC approved and adopted a revised procedu;eé

Action Items

> :E'A docurnent Whlch reflects what MRWG produced on May 21, 2008 will be

stributed to all OPAC members. Members will return edited versions to

Hillman: (OPRD) who will compile and distribute an integrated

t with comments included.

» MRWG will decide upon a final draft version during their June 20, 2008
meeting in Salem. This version will be distributed to OPAC prior to their
June 30, 2008 meeting.

» Jay Charland (DLCD) will develop a method for distributing videos of OPAC
meetings to members and the general public.

» Steve Shipsey (Dol) will amend the OPAC Operating Procedures as directed
by the Council. |
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Next Meetings

Marine Reserves Working Group: Friday, June 20, 2008. ODFW offices in Salem. 9 am
to 3 pm.
OPAC: Monday, June 30, 2008. DSL offices in Salem. Time TBD.

Attendance

Members Present (Votingi David Allen (Public at Large), Jim Bergeron (Ports, Marine
Env1r0nmental Organization); Jim Good (Public at Large); John: G riffith (South Coastal
County Commissioner); Robin Hartmann (Coastal Conservation or Environmental
Organization); Scott McMullen (North Coast Commercial gties); Jim Pex (South
Coast Charter, Sport or Recreational Fisheries); Fred Sickler (Coastal Non-Fishing
Recreation); Terry Thompson (North Coastal County Comrmssroner), Frank Warrens
(North Coast Charter, Sport or Recreational Flshenes) [13] 4

Members Present ( ex officio): Ed Bowles (Govern,' s Ofﬁce) David Fox (Department
Management Association);
ment) Jim Myron (OPRD);

Paul Klarin (Depa.rtment of Land Conservation & Dev
Greg Pettit (Department of Environmi;
State Lands). [12]

of Land Conservation & Development, OPAC
ann (Department of Parks & Recreation), Steve Shipsey

Public Cornmeht?é’peakers ﬁ@rth affiliation if provided): Steve Bodnar (CBTA); Ben
Enticknap (Oceana)?,“(}us ‘Gates (Our Ocean); John Holloway (RFA/OR Anglers);
James Jungwirth; Megan MacKay (PMCC); Peg Reagan; Jim Relaford (Port of
Brookings);

Others in Attendance: Kaety Hildenbrand (Oregon Sca Grant); Greg Harlow
(Northwest Steelheaders)

Note: Department of State Lands Director Louise Solliday stepped out of the room during
the public comment statement of James Jungwirth of Williams, Oregon.
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Distributed Materials
Draft Meetihg Agenda. 2 pages.
Draft Meeting Summary, OPAC. March 28, 2008. 4 pages.

Proposal Form for Sites for Further Review. OPAC Marine Reserves Process. Draft
dated 5-21-08. 2 pages.

OPAC Coarse Review Criteria. OPAC Marine Reserves Process Draﬂ dated 5-21-08. 2
pages.

OPAC Marine Reserves Guidance. Draft dated 5-15-08. 3 pag

Economics Workshop. Scientific and Technical Adv1sory Committé raft Plan dated

5-19-08. 2 pages.

Overview of Marine Reserves Process, Draft date 1.5}-19-082.??0}118 page.

Marine Reserves Process: Schedule for the Proposal Process Draft dated 5-19-08. One

page.

F.A.C.T. Fisherman Advisory Committé:r;% :fc;r Til

>
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Video In!dex

Item ' ' Time Index
Call to Order, Welcome & Introductions 0:01:50
Review and Approval of Minutes 0:03:40
OPAC Member Nameplates 0:04:40
Updates to OPAC Procedures 0:05:45
OPAC Membership, Terms of Service 0:09:05
Election of Officers 0:10:05
Oregon Marine Reserves website i 0:24:50
Wave Energy Working Group update 0:56:40

Finavera Buoy update from DSL : 1:02:30
Territorial Sea Plan Working Group : - 1:14:40

Kaety Hildebrand, Oregon Sea Grant g i 1:36:40

Paul Klatin, DLCD. TSP Stakeholder groupf" o L 1:48:35

Marine Reserves Guidance Document, session 1 | 20:10
Lunch Presentation : e

Public Comment ¢

Marine Reserves Site Proposal Process, Ed Bowles 4:20:10

Marine Reserves, Coarse Review Criféria 5:00:50
' 5:44:00

Marine Reserves Guidance Document, sessu)

Scheduling for the next meetlngs

Meeting adjorned
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Draft Oregon Marine Reserve Policy Guidance
Last revised based on changes made at the MRWG meeting on 6/20/2008

OREGON MARINE RESERVE POLICY, PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTATION
RECOMMENDATIONS: A REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR FROM OPAC

INTRODUCTION

This document was prepared by the Oregon Ocean Policy Advisory Council (OPAC). OPAC
approved this document on Monzh, Day, 2008.

MARINE RESERVE DEFINITION

A marine reserve’ is an area within Oregon's Territorial Sea or ad!acentg rocky intertidal area
that is protected from all extractive activities, including the removal 6r disturbance of living and
non-living marine resources, except as necessary for monitoring @f&ésearch to evaluate reserve

l‘§

condition, effectiveness, or impact of stressors. 4l i *fgx
. e

j {* ‘lzs K

OVERALL PURPOSE OF OREGON'S MARINE RESERVE SYSTEM

The State of Oregon is considering the estabhshinen,é ofa System of fewer thath
reserves along our coast as part of an overall strategy il rnanagedés marine watetsiand submerged
lands using an ecosystem-based approach. The overall p“ﬂf; _ése of marine reserves is to provide
an additional tool to help protect, sustalr; of restore the ne tshore marinie ecosystem, its
habitats, and species for the values they iegreﬁent to present ami;ﬁltuxe generations. Such
action complements the collective efforts oi"” ééféh- Wa shmgtopf m“ﬂ ‘California to manage the
California Current in an ecosystem-based ma‘nner 2% p s ie West Coast Governors’
Agreement on Ocean Health (Gregolre Kulongos]q, hnd Schwa&zenegger 2007).

gé&%ﬁizgggg? %2 g

il
3

)E
b § few ,t}m? ten marme 'teserves in Oregon S Terntonal Sea to
E 3 .

conserve marine, gabjtats and'%;i;@
& : :
effectlvenes; ‘tﬁoﬁiﬁéfrm ?zand ax}’éf T 1gmﬁcan adverse social and econormc meacts on ocean
users andztoastal comm t;%S h;
H z HiN

,,,,,

:zjuh ;:3
§§§; by §§§
MARINE RESERVE OB.‘IECTj\}ES, PRINCIPLES AND GUIDELINES

The following ob]ectlves apply to the entire marine resetve process. The following planning
principles and guidelines are designed to guide the proposal, selection, implementation and
management of marine reserves. The objectives, principles and guidelines are not prioritized.

Marine Reserve Objectives

1. Protect areas within each biogeographic region’ of Oregon’s Territorial Sea that are
important to the natural diversity and abundance of marine organisms®, including areas of
high biodiversity’ and special natural features*.

" Words that are in the definitions section (pages 4-8) are bolded the first time t_héy appear in the text.

H
>
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Marine Reserve Planning Principles and Guu:lelmes
1.

Draft Oregon Marine Reserve Policy Guidance
Last revised based on changes made at the MRWG meeting on 6/20/2008

Protect key types of marine habitat® in multiple locations along the coast to enhance
resilience of nearshore ecosystems to natural and human-caused effects.

Site fewer than ten marine reserves and design the system in ways that are compatible with
the needs of ocean users and coastal communities. These marine reserves, individually or
collectively, are to be large enough to allow scientific evaluation of ecological effects, but
small enough to avoid significant adverse economic or social impacts.

Use the marine resetves as reference areas for conducting ongoing research and monitoring
of reserve condition, effectiveness, and the effects of natural and human-induced stressors.
Use the research and monitoring information in support of nearshore resource management
and adaptive management of marine reserves.

Although marine reserves are intended to provide lasting protecuomghigdlvldual sites may,
through adaptive management and public process, later be altgfed moved or removed from
the system, based on monitoring and evaluation, in order tofmé*e{ ipr rescribed goals and

‘ig

objectives. i : Eggg;
oo N
]

!:

The public, including ocean users, coastal co nmttes and!other stakeholci \xé'ﬂl
involved in the proposal, selection, regulation) m h ‘2:1;. ring, %é&mphance and eé fotcement of
marine reserves. ‘ti% ! ;;%*§ T o

Outreach and public engagement will be an ongoing paﬁtﬁaé’f the marine reserves planning and
implementation process. Available sclép?%ﬁc and other mf‘é‘ iatlon will be made available to
the public through outreach and websﬂ%s%;ﬁ‘* ‘z;

Science and local knowledge will be usﬁ:id %'Lhé %lk nning proéé%s for matine reserves. Such
information will also be used to monitor and ada: ép ely*ngge them into the future.

The planning process wﬂlyg‘outage coorate and coilafboratlve matine reserve proposals
from communities of; ﬁlgf:e' Eiim{'erest Co ities of piace may include coastal counties,
cities, and ports; Cvm' uumues @f interest may i ﬁlclude fishing organizations, fishery/gear
groups, govemmental m?.d mter-%overnmental orgarnzations and non-governmental
orgamzauons Plnonty coh tglé?ﬁﬁauzzi ﬁh@% %J}yffn to proposals developed by groups
compnsed‘of cgﬁgf lciom.tr.v”:% y membérsiibeean users and other interested parties.

‘The deslgn and sitits g{parme f{:serves will take into account the existing regulatory regimes
(e-guitt Fisheries managemenét oceﬁnisi.re management, watershed managerent, land use
planmi‘igiiaind water qualﬂg xegu.laui)ns) along with existing and emetging uses such as buried
cables, oceéngoutfalls wave energy, and proximity to poxts.

The size and sﬁacmg of my ime reserves will take into consideration the need to conserve
matine blodiversl aand chatactensttc habitats and species in Oregon’s Terrtorial Sea,
balanced with the ni:& :£6 avoid significant adverse social ot economic impacts on ocean
users and coastal commumtles

Preliminary® Marine Reserve Implementation Principles and Gundelmes

1.
2.

Ecosystem based management will be used as a guiding principle.

Marine reserves as a system and each individual marine reserve will have a plan that includes
clearly defined objectives, monitoring protocols, compliance and enforcement provisions,
effective management measures, and a commitment of long-term funding necessaty to
achieve its goals. '
Marine reserves will be adequately enforced.

v
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Draft Oregon Marine Reserve Policy Guidance
Last revised based on changes made at the MRWG meeting on 6/20/2008

4. Marine reserves will be adequately monitored and evaluated in support of adaptive .
management. Cooperative and collaborative research will be encouraged as well as ntilization
of ﬁshlng vessels as research platforms. These activities will be compatible with the goal of
conserving marine habitats and biodiversity.

5. Education and economic development opportunities that are compatible with the goal of

conserving matine habitats and biodiversity will be encouraged.

Marine reserves ate not intended to prevent marine transit, safe hatbor, and beach access.

7. Significant adverse social and economic impacts of marine reserves on ocean users and
coastal comunities will be avoided and positive social and economic effects will be sought.

8. Baseline data will be collected at each site. The types of baseline datg, and the timing and

~ methods of data collection will be driven by the reseatch and mgm%@nng objectives and
samphng designs employed at each site.

o

€ are two
biogeographic regions, one from the mouth of the Colui'rlBia% River to‘Cape Blanco and ::e. decond from
Cape Blanco to Cape Mendocino (which is located in Northe Cahgo #nia i
§§§§ ;
2This inclodes areas essential to matine orgapism life histories aﬁd Eehawors Examples include areas
important for marine spec1es reproduction, ik Ju iz nurseries, spa‘{fmng areas, egg productlon sources,
recruit aggregation areas, larval dispersal routes§§§.nd§"dult as well as ]uver,z}lg ghovement between depths.

types. gii;ﬁgi i h;%

. zp%%gqu  §§

4 Examples of special nagtur(f;l feannes&%r%ay include geol@gical formations (such as canyons or pinnacles),

seafloor vents, dominafnt ode agaograplud ifronts, major nv"eréplumes ocean current eddies or jets.
i

i 5 _E;gsgg; \f§

H
bEH
g st type. See definitions secti
AT @ngm%,1a type. oee ae Oons secton.

5 An md1v1dua1 ::

Aatine Habitat for Marine Reserves

0:25 m (13.67 fathoms or 82 feet)

greater than 25 meters depth

Low topographical relief (0-25 m)

High topographical relief (0-25 m)

Low topographical relief (over 25 m depth)
High topographical relief {over 25 m depth)
Canopy-forming kelp (0-25 m)

Note: Rocky intertidal is between the extteme high tide line (EHTL) and extreme low tide line (ELTL).
For the rest of the habitats, “0” represents the territorial sea coastal baseline of Mean Lower Low Water

(MLLW).

6 These implementation guidelines and principles ate very preliminary during this planning stage. Actual
implementation guidelines and principles will evolve as the process gets closer to implementation.

e

Page 3 of 8 [




et
OO 1IN WD e

S O O S N G N 0 VS I PP U I FUIN PSR UCRN VU S UORUO RN G T O T NG B N T NG T N T NG T NG T 0 T N S g G g S
SN LN~ OV B W= OWVE 1 LB WR  — OO0 -0 W & UMD —

Draft Oregon Marine Resetve Policy Guidance
Last revised based on changes made at the MRWG meetirig on 6/20/2008

DEFINITIONS

Adaptive Management: a systematic process for continually improving management
policies and practices by learning from the outcomes of operational programs (BC Forest
Service, 2006).

Biogeographic region: a geographical region containing a distinctive assemblage of species
and/or habitats. Physical and biological science supports the idea of dividing the Oregon
coast into regions, due to differences in primary bottom types and current patterns that
influence the dispersal and retention of larval fishes and invertebrates. It is important to have
multiple reserves for each region and habitat type to enhance resiliency and for statistical
replication. Cape Blanco is a well-documented “break” in coastal ocemg physical and
biological properties. A biogeographic region designated south of ﬁape Blanco would extend
into Northern California. Economic and social data should beigafbered and organized on a
biogeographic region basis as much as possible to aid all pa]:%impanfs; in the reserve process.
Canopy forming kelp: a sub-set (or ecotype) of hard bgtté@ (rocky gsubtldal habitat.
Canopy forming kelp grows on many of Oregon’s sha.;ﬂow rocky reefs, tygl y in waters
between 5 and 25 meters (ODFW, 2000). Generally, thls term is used to refer ito canopy
forming kelp species such as Nereogystis and Maa‘agjf.ﬂ;zj? "g'* ﬁf* éigii’

Coastal Biodiversity: at its simplest, a term meanin ’%i;hg: dlvgefsity of life formg'and

QE 1]
communities that occur in the coastal zone, including ﬁeafshore ocean waters, Diversity is a

concept that means vanety’ or multlforrmty, a condition é)ﬁiéemg different in character and
quality (Patrick, 1983, in Ray, 1988, in O?‘AQC, 1994) 7 Thexe‘is’n@ smgle way to define,
measure, or evaluate diversity of life; rather tHergx ;age at least four;g;n%errelated ways:
o species diversity, which refers to the vaﬂety andcg pg—gz dancesof species in an ecosystem;
coological diversity, which,refers to the Van%eiy of ty‘pé§*§5f biological communities found
onearth; iy B,
. genetic a’wemgy ’Whlch refé &:éto the geneué vardation that occuts among members of
the same specmg;nnd %g . t%g.lgf‘;
* fumtzona[ dzf/m‘zgz, vé'hichgr érsi §§h§ ar;ety of biological processes or functions
% ecosystérif This may be the most important way of
Ea icoastal management sense (OPAC, 1994).
The Hm;ed Nations Convehnon ota%éliblogmal D1vers1ty defines biological diversity (aka

W l

b1od1versity jas “the variabi tsr among hvmg organisms from all sources, including, ‘inter
alia’, terres if"'f“marme and bther aquatic ecosystems, and the ec010g1cal complexes of which

they are part: ﬂa%\sg%mfludes dn}erslty within spec1es between species and of ecosystems (UN,
1992).” S,

Conserve: to managge nﬁ manner which avoids wasteful or destructive uses and provides
for future availability @Oregon Statewide Planning Goals and OPAC 1994).

Disturbance: extraction of living organisms and non-living materials, or human induced
changes to the environment that cause mortality of organisms.

Examples of disturbances may include:

¢ Dredging

Dumping/Disposal

Harvest of marine organisms

Energy development

Pipeline/conduit/cable placement

Pollution discharge, point-source and non-point pollution

Page 4 of 8
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Draft Oregon Marine Reserve Policy Guidance
Last revised based on changes made at the MRWG meeting on 6/20/2008

¢ Mining

Allowed activities will be established with the management plan for each site ot through
rulemaking.

Ecologically significant: contributing to blodwerslty, resilience of the system and its
populations and ecological communities.

Ecosystem: an ecosystem is a dynamic complex of plant, animal, and microorganism
communities and the nonliving environment interacting as a functional unit. Humans are an
integral part of ecosystems. Ecosystems vary enormously in size; a tempotary pond in a tree
hollow and an ocean basin can both be ecosystems (Millennium Assessment, 2005).
Ecosystem-Based Management: ecosystem-based management is an integrated approach
to management that considers the entire ecosystem, including humahs’The goal of
ecosystem-based management is to maintain an ecosystem ina héalthy, productive and
resilient condition so that it can provide the setvices human§ Wantsgnd need. Ecosystem-
based management differs from approaches that focus on 4! smgle spﬁeles sectot, activity ot
concern; it considers the cumulative impacts of dlfferent sectors Spec1 ,cally, ecosystem-
based management: és}i i EE by

¢ emphasizes the protection of ecosystem structqre funcuomng, and key pfé £5568;

W
4 ;ffectmg it;

......

* is place-based in focusing on a specific ecosystem fand the;ma,nge of actlwtlé

¢ explicitly accounts for the intetconnectedness W'lth_mi ygs‘)tems recognizing the
lmportance of interactions betweenimany target specieg;i(?_)r key services and other non-
target species; §f i

EH

.
e
* integrates ecological, social, ecm:tornlc,f§ s
strong mterdependences (McLeod et. al; ?on@ ) -
Evaluation Criteria: the aeéi‘nes and/or ruiés that enab]e ]udgments choices, or
decisions to be made &ibout h0W§We]l individua ma_tme reserve proposals address the goal
and objectives aboiit é uch p%;@posals might bg@ fit together to form a recommended
system of matine IeStﬁ;rveégS i § §{ﬁ§€; e
Ftamework; ai ﬂa;tbudiovervffé or ou Nt~:§?*czc{mpk)sed of ideas or principles that are used to
-thi :which details can be added in the future (e.g., a strategic

framewietk for pohcy st ting “‘i&te;gt,for individual programs and projects).
Goal: HE clear, concise statement of th :’mtended result or outcome toward which effort i Is .
directed; it slsb‘
through mor ’eg:lﬁc ob]ecﬁves or tasks.
Habitat: the en%;%qr}tmentﬁy which an organism, species, or community lives. Just as
humans live in houst o8 thln neighborhoods, within a town or geographic atea, within a
certain region, and so_,, n marine organisms live in habitats which may be teferred to at
different scales (OPAC, 1994).
Hard Bottom Subtidal: see rocky subtidal
Key Types of Marine Habitat:
* Rocky intertidal
* Soft bottom subtidal

®  (0-25 meters

* greater than 25 meters depth
» Hatd bottom subtidal

*  Low topogtaphical relief (0-25 m)

i
ii
* acknowledges interconnectedness amo
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= High topographical relief (0-25 m)

*  Low topographical relief (over 25 m depth)

* High topographical relief (over 25 m depth)

* Canopy forming kelp (0-25 m)
Rocky intertidal is between the extreme high tide line (EHTL) and extreme low tide line
(ELTL). Fort the rest of the habitats, “0” represents the tettitorial sea coastal baseline of
Mean Lower Low Water (MLLW). See the individual habitat types for definitions. 25 -
meters=13.67 fathoms or 82 feet.
Local Knowledge:
o Traditional scological knowledge is the knowledge of a Jocalized place ! Ihat is passed down

through time through social and cultural practices (Wedell, 20@:,‘3)s h,

o Lowl ﬁrﬁene.r knowledge 1s a particular type of local knowledge‘?acqulred through
expetiences and observations made during fishing and r.efa e@t: Vltles It may include
knowledge of: local distribution of fishes and habitats, e que T.JII e&water structures,
geological features, ecological interactions, local ﬁs«iaiiffg busmesses gé ¢ial dynamics of
fishing, fishing communities’ tertitories of use,. ocal economics and m:ﬁh tks of regional
economies of which communities are a patt,i hnﬂ local fishing culture (ad’a ptgg};from
Hall-Atber et. al., 2002). A ?@ %gy i ggaigg ji

o Local fisheries knowledge: “Knowledge about comméi‘éla%l, {stalbslstence and recreational
matine fishing/hatvest, including the marine enwronrﬁﬁht and species; fishing culture
and socicty; fishing technology and' practices and busmess iand economic aspects of
fishing (NMFS, 2004).” ;;;*“ms;n, N %zz wg

o Local ecological knowledge: local. knowledga ?cqmr, thy gugh expeﬂences and observations
collected through actlv;tles such as bird W tchi.ng, beacfh‘iwa].kmg, tidepooling, charter
boat fishing, whale Wa;tcéz”-'f? diving, surﬁng, and kayakmg

Marine Envuonmeni:’* 'those afﬁa 5 of coastal aid ocean waters, the Great Lakes and their

connecting waters fan&:ap})merge:klands thereunée::uover which the United States exercises

jurisdiction, consistent mtbnmtcé zm?gaal law (Exét‘:uuve Order 13158, May 26, 2000).

Marine Ptotegtg m-ﬁ rea (MPA) any’ Ereaﬁqf%me matine envitonment that has been reserved

by Federal%*State mml tn‘b?ia]; or local laws or regulations to provide lasting protection

for pair:;z@r all of the nahmii and cwlfu]ral resources therein (Executive Order 13158, May 26,

200054 i msf

Marine R‘es‘e§Ne an atea within Oregon s Territorial Sea or adjacent rocky intertidal area

that is protected Hrom all ex i ctive activities, including the removal or disturbance of living

and non-living m; {agi . e resouliCes, except as necessary for monitoring or research to evaluate
reserve condition {effe;:u¥éness ot impact of stressors.

Nearshore: the area ﬁom the coastal high tide line offshore to the 30-fathom (180 feet or

55 meter) depth contbur. However, this does not always stay within the state boundary of 3

miles. For the purposes of the planning process, marine reserves will be within the

boundaries of Oregon’s Territorial Sea as well as some rocky intertidal areas.

Objective: an action statement designed to help move toward the goal.

Ocean Shore Recreation Area: “Ocean shote” means the land lying between extreme low

tide of the Pacific Ocean and the statutory vegetation line as desctibed by ORS 390.770 ot

the line of established upland shore vegetation, whichever is farther inland.

“Ocean shore” does not include an estuary as defined in ORS 196.800. “State recreation

area” means a land or water area, ot combination thereof, under the jurisdiction of the State

Parks and Recreation Department used by the public for recreational purposes.
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Draft Oregon Marine Reserve Policy Guidance
Last revised based on changes made at the MRWG meeting on 6/20/2008

Oregon Territorial Sea: the waters and seabed between the coastal baseline of Mean
Lower Low Water seaward to the three nautical mile (3.45 statute miles) limit of state
jutisdiction (OPAC, 1994; Christie and Hildreth, 1999; ORS 196.405). The inner boundary

" that separates the territorial sea from internal waters is called the “baseline” and baselines are
P

drawn actoss river mouths, along outer points of complex coastlines and offshore islands
(Frohnmayer, 1986; Christie and Hildreth, 1999; Kalo et. al,, 19299).

Protect: save ot shield from loss, destruction, or injury or fot future intended use (Oregon
Statewide Planning Goals and OPAC, 1994).

Reference area: an area that provides a baseline to compare with non-reserve areas,
specifically to evaluate changes in habitat, species abundance, and specles composition due
to natural changes, fishing and other human effects, pH i h,

Replicate: any one reserve in which a particular habitat type is xepresented

Resilience: the amount of natural or manmade d15turbance ahg ecdSystem can absorb while
retaining the same function, structure, and feedbacks (Wa].ker and Sa],taA2006) The concept
of resilience also apphes to the econommic and social fum:t%on ‘of coast'i?: 3 s;1'_nrr1un1tles

tide along the coastlme that are alternately exposedand covered by tides (Ff) (e, 2
ODFW, 2007). Oregon’s coastline has approminaﬁcly 82 hne:ﬁ mﬂes (21%) of ‘fé)ifky
intertidal habitat (ODFW, 2006). §e;§§;§ @;;&

Rocky Subtidal: (aka hard subtdal) habltat includes all h?ard substrate areas of the ocean
bottom that are never exposed at low t ?shThey often aré ?e rred to as reefs, rocky reefs,
rocky banks, pinnacles or hard bottom. R"gif'm\.%btldal hab1taté an exist anywhere in the
subtidal region from just beyond the ]mnt;&f hi a&ea ;exposed hﬂes (intertidal) out to the
westward boundary of the Territotial Sea. S%me ragckgy; sgubtéc al.dfeas are extensions of rocky
shoreline features such as hg%%llands cliffs or’z%t;c;cf{y intertidg §Wthe others exist as isolated
regions of rock surrou éfe gbm?sandy substratehabltat Sothe of these habitat areas are
contained entirely \mtlam the Teiﬁtoml Sea, wh‘_fl others extend westward into deeper water
habitat. Rocky reefs maﬁghave relafively low topogfaphy barely raised above the surrounding
seafloot, or may tise from thie: g‘;"ﬂg: ﬂj?gz}zgy metefrs often with exposed rocks, seastacks or
small islands: (@; ;2006)‘?;;;E : @

Socxoecoffomlc (socw and ecemomlc) 1mpact Scope and content to be determined.

om Subtidal: ' §68 bottow §gbﬂda1 habitat is defined as extending from the lowest
! ,ffhe intertidal weéstito the Ginter extent of the Territorial Sea. Subtidal soft bottom
habitats até: rse, as a restlt of distinct organism assemblages that are influenced by
differences in lj)ég.trate type»(sand vs. mud), organic content and bottom depth. The Oregon
coast primatily is* S exposec{ high energy environment, so most soft bottom subtidal areas
are sandy. Mud cani) @more pronounced bottom type in areas receiving less energy from
water movement (e.g,, »,.1soiated and sheltered embayments) and in deeper waters toward the
outer edge of the Territorial Sea (ODFW, 2006).

Species: a population or collection of populations of closely related and similar organ.isms
capable of interbreeding freely with one another but not with members of other species
under natural conditions (OPAC, 1994).

System: a collection of individual sites that are representative of marine habitats and that are
ecologically significant when taken as a whole.

Topographical relief: The three-dimensional complexity of the seafloor. In general, soft-
bottom (mud and sand) seafloots have the least topographical relief, followed increasingly by
pebbles, cobbles, boulders, rock ridges, and rock pinnacles. At larger spatial scales,
submarine canyons and seamounts have high topographical relief.
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Draft Oregon Marine Reserve Policy Guidance
Last revised based on changes made at the MRWG meetinig on 6/20/2008

User: an individual, group or entity that makes use of the terditorial sea and adjacent rocky
shoreline, whether it is for traditional, recreational, educational, commercial or other

purposes.
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Issues for which complete (all but one in all cases) consensus was not reached at the
6/20/2008 OPAC MRWG meeting '

Page 1, lines 1-2: Title
OREGON MARINE RESERVE POLICY, PLANNING AND !MPLEMENTATION
RECOMMENDATIONS: A REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR FROM @PAC

Page 1, line 9: Definition 7
..or adjacent rocky intertidal ared that ...

Page 1, lines 16-22: Overall purpose

erall strategy to tmanage its marine waters and submetged I
ecosystem ascd approach ‘The overall purpose of marine reserves isto.

: & help protect, sustain, or restote the nearshore marine ¢
habitats‘ and spemes for the valu they represent o present 2 and future

the. Cahforma Current in an ecosystem based manner as expressed in the Wes Coast
Governors® Agreement on Ocean Health!

Page 1, lines 25-28: Goal

Protect and sustain a system of less than ten marine reserves in Oregon’s Territorial Sea to
conserve marinc habitats and biodiversity; provide a framework for scientific research and
effectiveness monitoring; and avoid significant adverse social and economic impacts on
ocean users and coastal communities.

A system is a collection of individual sites that are representative of marine habitats and that
are ecologically significant when taken asa-wholé!

Page 1, lines 39-41: Objectives

1. Protect areas within each. blogeographlc_.reglon of Orf:gon § Terntoﬂal Sea t_‘nat are
important to the natiral diversity and abu
high biodiversity and special natural featutes,

Page 2, lines 1-2: Objectives

2. Protect key types of marine habitat i multiple locations along ¢ the coast to enharice
resilience of nearshore ecosystems to natural and himan-caused effects. |

Page 2, lines 11-14: Objectives

5. Although marine reserves are intended to provide lasting protection, individual sites may,
through adaptive management and public process, later be altered, moved, or removed

Jeff Feldner thinks -
Nt RAME 15, too fong::One’.
¥ was to retum to'the-old vame,;

Orego Marine Reserve Policy Guldance

[ Comment [LH2]: John Griffith: delete

{ Comment [LH3]: G Delete end

1 with to stedy their effects.

mient [LH4]: Delete most of this
"Designate places in
Seato provide more
yaged-sites for scienfific
effectiveniess monitoring
id significant advcrse social and
--econom:c ‘impacts on. ocean lisers and.
“coastal communities™

( Comment [LH51: JGr, Delete,

[ comment [LH6Y: 161 Delete

{ Comment [LH7]: JGr: Defetc




from the system, based on monitoring and evaluation, in order to-meet prescribed goals
and ob]ecttves \ :

Page 2, lines 25-30: Planning Principles and Guidelines

1 cand ports; commumnes ‘ofintetest may. mclude ﬁshmg orgamzattons
ﬁshery/ g groups governmental and mter—governme.ntal orgamzations and non-

Marine : reserves as a' ysfemi and each md.tvidual marine reserve will have a plan that
includes clearly defined objectives, monitoring protocols, compliance and enforcement
provisions, effective management measures, and a commitment of long-term funding
necessary to achieve its goals.

Page 3, line 1-4: Implementation Principles and Guidelines

4. Marine reserves will be adequately monitored and evaluated in support of adaptive
management Cooperative and collaborattve research wﬂl be: encouraged as well as utt.hzamon

Page 3: Notes
John would like to delete all notes

Page 4, lines 5-37: Definitions
John would like to delete the definitions for: Biogeographic region, canopy forming kelp,

coastal biodiversity and conserve

Page 4, line 39 through Page 3, line 3; Definitions

s John would iike to add to the definition for disturbance: *“...or human actions that
cause an animal to react (per Marine Mammal Protection Act).

¢ Add a bullet to that same definition that reads, “Motoring or paddling through a
designated area.”

Page S, line 4-24 and lines 29-31: Definitions

John would like to delete the definitions for: Ecologically significant, Ecosystem and
Ecosystem-Based Management along with Framework.

Page 6, line 26-28, line 33, and 38: Definitions
* John would like to delete the definitions for: Marine Environment
» John wants to alter the definition for marine reserve (see above comment on page 1).

s Comment [LHB] G would:like to
delete a.nd add “or the’ fallure of thd state:!
" of Oregon 1o conanue to ﬁnance researchf
-at the reserve(s}). .

Comment [LH9}: JGr: Add, Priority
- consideration will also be given tocities,

ports.and/or:county. govemiments that

' state.tliat Lhey do-giot want.one or more -
SErVes cle51guated off their
s: Uniler no circumstances shalla -
“marins reserve be designatediin the ;
 Territorial Sea if & coastal county board
"of commissioners resolves that maring -
reserve(s) shall not be focated off that :
-coastal:-county’s'shore.’

[:Comment [LH107: IGr: Delete

| Comment [LH11] JGr De]ete Read:-
“Marine reserves as a.whole.”

[ Comment [LH12]: JG=: Delete”




s John would like to change the language in the definition for “nearshore™ to read: the
area from the coastal high tide line offshore to the 30-fathom (180 feet or 55 meter)
depth contour. For the purposes of the planning process, marine reserves will be
within the boundaries of Oregon’s Territorial Sea as well as some rocky intertidal
argas.” This removes the language about part of the nearshorfe not necessarily
following the 3 mile Territorial Sca boundary.

Page 7, line 7-15: Definitions
John would like to delete the definitions for: Protect, Replicate, and Resilience

Pape 8, lines 1-3: Definitions

John would like alter the definition for “user” to read: an individual, group or entity that
makes use of the territorial sea for traditional, recreational, educational, or commercial
purposes.
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Oregon State Police Fish and Wildlife Division
Recommendations to OPAC: - Marine Reserve Areas
June 30, 2008

1. Easily observed from land
- Not positioned in areas which require enforcement officers to hike long
distance to overlook area from land - i.e. Cascade Head

2. Use existing landmarks and regulatory boundaries
- Areas easily distinguished by line of sight — headlands, river/bay mouths
- Exact distance of vessel will require further inquiry or investigation to
determine if indeed within arca

3. Areas identified further by Latitude/Longitude
- Straight lines preferred (squares or rectangles) vs curves or fathom lines
- Stonewall Bank Yelloweye Rockfish Conserv. Arca (YRCA) example

4, Full closures easier to enforce
- If some activities are allowed then more difficult to enforce as
enforcement will have to verify if person/vessel within marine reserve is
engaged in unlawful activity
- Allow for transit across area

5. Who specifically to enforce?
- Some agency (Oregon State Police) fully charged with enforcing these
arcas
- Citizens and other agencies (USCG etc.) can assist by providing
mformation yet someone has to be tasked with the enforcement — OSP
- Goal to gain voluntary compliance through education and enforcement

6. Legislative consideration for additional OSP funding
- Currently Division members have full complement of duties to perform
- Additional FTE to enforce Marine Reserves — Marine Protected Areas
to accomplish desired level of enforcement (periodic to 24/7 ?)
- One FTE = $230,000 per biennium (includes equipment)
- Recommendation to not implement site until officers on the ground
- Year and half until officers hired and fully trained - CDFG
experience
- Potential Equipment, Etc.
- Radar chart/plotter (vehicle mounted?)
- FLIR (Forward Looking Infra-Red)
- Aircraft $’s (fuel/flight time)

7. Movement of Crab gear into area by swell
- Dec 2, 3 storm moved some Oregon crab gear into WA by over 20 miles
- Culpable mental state vs. weather event




To:  OPAC members
From: David Allen and Paul Klarin

- Co-chairs, TSP working group
Re:  Rulemaking advisory workgroup
Date: June 30, 2008

This is a preliminary list of potential stakeholder interests for the rulemaking advisory workgroup
(RAW) for wave energy. Once formed by LCDC (this item will be brought before the commission
to consider later in the fail}, RAW will be involved in the planmng process for wave energy, as
outlined in the enclosed timeline prepared by DLCD staff. RAW will likely consist of around 25
members, but in the meantime please review this list and provide any input to us before the initial
‘TSP working group meeting later this summer:

1. DLCD

2. DOE

3. DSL

4. ODFW

5. 0OPRD

6. WRD

7. Counties

8. Cities

9. Ports

10. Tribal

11. Environmental

12. NSAT

13. SOORC

14. FINE

15. FACT

16. POORT

17. Albacore Commission
18. Dungeness Crab Commission
19. Salmon Commission
20. Trawl Conmumnission
2]. Recreational fishing
22. Charter fishing

23. Commercial fishing
24. Recreational non-fishing
25. Public utilities

26. Private utilities

27. OWET

28. Industry

29. Scientific

30. Technical

31. Citizen at large

32. Sustainable energy at large
33. Seafood processing
34. Seafloor cables

35. Shippers/navigation




DLCDWaveEnergyPlanning Schematic Timeline 1.1 April 15, 2008
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