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Public Meeting Agenda
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Wells Fargo Room, LaSells Stewart Center
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Corvallis, OR

PUBLIC MEETING:
Monday, September 20, 2010

9:00

9:15

9:45

11:45

12:00

2:00

2:30

Convene Meeting —Carl Schreck
Adopt agenda
Adopt August 2010 minutes
Set monthly conference calls & next in person meeting
Updates and developments
[ ]

Review of ODFW’s Upper Willamette Recovery Plan — Schreck
Team discussion and adoption of its draft review of ODFW’s draft document Upper
Willamette River Conservation and Recovery Plan for Chinook Salmon and Steelhead.

Review of ODF’s draft Elliott State Forest HCP and EIS — Molina

Team discussion of ODF’s draft documents Elliott State Forest Habitat Conservation
Plan and Environmental Impact Statement: The Proposed Issuance of an Incidental Take
Permit for the Elliott State Forest Habitat. The Team will have the option to adopt the
draft at this meeting or defer adoption to its October meeting (date not scheduled yet).

Public Comment (approximate time)

Working Lunch

Team discussion on key elements of an independent science team and value to the
Oregon and possible working models to maintain a science review team under different
funding scenarios.

IMST Budget — Schreck
Options for using funds available with recent changes in support staff.

IMST draft Urban and Rural-residential Land Uses — Yeakley



4:30

4:45

Team discussion IMST’s draft document titled Urban and Rural-residential Land Uses:
Their Role in Watershed Health and the Rehabilitation of Oregon’s Wild Salmonids. As
part of the meeting, IMST will discuss and finalize Science Question 4: What are the
major research/monitoring needs for urban and rural-residential landscapes?

The Team will have the option to adopt the draft at this meeting or defer adoption to its
October meeting (date not scheduled yet).

As a separate item, the IMST will review and possibly adopt edits to the Team’s formal
report preface.

Public Comment (approximate time)

Adjourn



MINUTES
Independent Multidisciplinary Science Team
September 20, 2010

Wells Fargo Room, LaSells Stewart Center
Oregon State University
Corvallis, OR 97331

Members in Attendance:
Carl Schreck (Co-Chair)
Nancy Molina (Co-Chair)
Clint Shock

Michael Harte

Alan Yeakley

Members Absent:
Bob Hughes
Vic Kaczynski

Others Attending:

Kathy Maas-Hebner, OSU

Sue Knapp, GNRO

Mike Cafferata, ODF

Liz Dent, ODF

Taber Burton, Benton Soil Water Conservation District
Ken Diebel, ODA

Mary Scurlock, Pacific Rivers Council
Chuck Wheeler, NMFS

Paul Engelmeyer, Native Fish Society
Greg Sieglitz, OWEB

Logan Norris, OSU emeritus

AUDIO TAPES OF THIS MEETING ARE AVAILABLE THROUGH THE OREGON
WATERSHED ENHANCEMENT BOARD (contact Bev Goodreau (503) 986-0187) OR
THE IMST (contact 541-737-6105 or imst@fsl.orst.edu).



September 20, 2010 Public meeting

Carl Schreck convened the meeting at 9:11 AM and asked that any Team member with an actual
or a potential conflict of interest bring the issue to the Team’s attention for discussion. No one
declared a conflict of interest.

AGENDA — Agenda was adopted as presented.
MINUTES - Minutes from August 13, 2010 meeting were adopted as presented.

UPDATES AND DEVELOPMENTS
e Meeting with GNRO and Natural Resource Agency Directors — The Co-Chair’s
September meeting with the GNRO and key natural resource agency directors to discuss
the role of an independent science team in Oregon was postponed until October.

MEETING ATTENDANCE

Schreck reminded Team members that, out of respect to other Team members and to public
meeting attendees, everyone needs to be on time. It is also the responsibility of each Team
member to keep track of what type of meeting is occurring (i.e., in person vs. conference call). If
Team members cannot make the meeting, they are responsible for notifying the co-chairs and
support staff several days before the meeting. When special arrangements are being made for
individuals they need to notify the support staff well in advance of the meeting if those
arrangements are no longer needed.

Harte asked if the Team should discuss developing a leave of absence policy for Team members
who are out or state for prolonged periods of time so the funds could be used for other team
needs. No action was taken by the Team.

FUTURE MEETING DATES

October 28, 2010 — conference call at 9:00 am ~ 12:00 pm
November 11, 2010 — conference call, tentatively at 9:00am
December 13, 2010 — in-person meeting, Corvallis

IMST REVIEW OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE
RECOVERY PLAN FOR UPPER WILLAMETTER RIVER CHINOOK AND
STEELHEAD

Schreck summarized subcommittee (Schreck and Kaczynski with technical support from Susie
Dunham) discussions on IMST’s review of the recovery plan. Most comments were editorial in
nature. Harte suggested that, in the future, the Team may want to consider crafting a formal
recommendation regarding the State’s focus on the four Hs (habitat, harvest, hatchery, and
hydropower) in recovery planning and not including other critical factors that may be equally
critical (e.g., water quality, climate change). Schreck suggested that the Team may want to
consider organizing a workshop on adaptive management or other factors (e.g., climate change,
human population growth) that could be brought into or better addressed in the recovery
planning process. Shock moved that the Team adopt the review as edited. The motion was
seconded by Harte. The vote was unanimous in agreement. Hughes and Kaczynski were absent
from the vote.



ACTION ITEM: Maas-Hebner will incorporate Team edits, finalize the review, and send to
ODFW

IMST REVIEW OF ELLIOT STATE FOREST DRAFT ENIVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT AND HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

Molina summarized the subcommittee’s (Molina, Harte with technical support from Kathy
Maas-Hebner) process and overall approach to the review of the draft documents. Molina, Harte,
and Maas-Hebner summarized their findings on four topic areas considered in the review; stream
temperature, large wood recruitment, slope stability, and sediment from roads. Mike Cafferata
(ODF) and Liz Dent (ODF) addressed questions from the Team about the agency’s
implementation of timber sales, adaptive management, thinning in riparian areas, and the ODF
RipStream study. The Team agreed to send Dent a short section of the temperature part of the
review for a technical review to ensure that the subcommittee described the draft EIS analysis
correctly. Schreck moved that the Team adopt the review as edited assuming that there are no
major revisions after the short technical review. The motion was seconded by Shock. The vote
was unanimous in agreement. Hughes and Kaczynski were absent from the vote.

ACTION ITEM: The subcommittee will incorporate Team edits and redistribute to the Team as
a courtesy before finalizing it and sending to ODF and DSL.

KEY ELEMENTS OF AN INDEPENDENT SCIENCE TEAM

Team members had a general discussion on the structure and function on independent science
teams and the importance of public transparency in the review process. The Team also discussed
how it could adapt its operations to meet the needs of the State with expected decreased agency
budgets in the next biennium. No formal actions were taken by the Team based on the
discussion.

BUDGET EXPENDITURES

The Team decided not to recruit for a new support person to fill an open position. Instead the
Team will use those funds for a new laptop for Maas-Hebner, additional funds for individual
Team members who could work more time on IMST products, a workshop on research and
monitoring needs in urban and rural-residential areas (winter 2011), and a workshop on
quantifying and qualifying uncertainty in recovery and conservation planning and environmental
impact analyses (spring 2011).

ACTION ITEM: Maas-Hebner will determine the amount of funds available for the proposed
expenditures.

IMST’S DRAFT URBAN AND RURAL-RESIDENTIAL LAND USES REPORT

Yeakley summarized the focus of the draft report and the process he used to revise Science
Question 4 regarding research and monitoring needs for urban and rural-residential areas. The
Team reviewed Science Question 4 and their suggested edits to the text. (The introduction and
the other three science questions were accepted at the August 13, 2010 meeting.) Schreck moved
to adopt the draft report and Science Question 4 as (sans executive summary). Harte seconded
the motion. The vote was unanimous in agreement. Hughes and Kaczynski were absent from the
vote.



The Team also reviewed suggested edits to the IMST’s general perspective and approach used as
report prefaces and other documents. The revised perspective was adopted as edited.

The Team discussed how to properly acknowledge authorship in the report and the work various
Team members and Faculty Research Assistants have contributed to it since work began in 2000.
It was agreed that individuals will be acknowledged for specific sections that they made major
contributions to. The Team also agreed to ask the American Fisheries Society if the society
would formally publish the report as a book.

ACTION ITEM: Yeakley will draft and distribute the executive summary to the Team for
review and adoption at the October 28, 2010 IMST meeting.

ACTION ITEM: Yeakley will revise Science Question 4 based on the Team’s discussion. Maas-
Hebner will finish incorporating all other edits to the report and craft a new acknowledgement
section recognizing individuals and their major contributions to the report.

ACTION ITEM: Team members are asked to provide a few more photos for use in the report.
Molina will provide one on a restoration project along Johnson Creek. Schreck will provide
photos from Sun River and Bend.

ACTION ITEM: Hughes will contact the American Fisheries Society publications department
about the possibility of publishing the report as a book.

Public Comment: Paul Engelmeyer (Native Fish Society) alerted the Team to ODEQ’s response
to EPA and NOAA’s conditions of fully approving Oregon’s coastal nonpoint program. He gave
the Team a set of letters between the agencies. Engelmeyer also reminded the Team that the
Pacific Fishery Management Council is reviewing Amendment 13 for coho management and it
may be revised. He said that the harvest matrix in the amendment needs to be updated now that
recovery appears to be occurring and the seeding level needs to be reviewed.

Mary Scurlock (Pacific Rivers Council) asked if the Team is scheduled to present its review of
the Elliott State Forest documents to the Board of Forestry or the State Land Board. Schreck
indicated that at this time the Team is not scheduled for either board meeting but would be
willing to present the reviews to either or both Boards.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:23 PM
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