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MINUTES 
Independent Multidisciplinary Science Team 

July 25, 2011 
 

Nash Hall, Room 170  
Conference Call 

Oregon State University 
Corvallis, OR 97331 

 
 
 
Members in Attendance: 
Carl Schreck, Co-Chair  
Clint Shock (via phone) 
Bob Hughes (via phone) 
Nancy Molina, Co-Chair (via phone) 
Alan Yeakley (via phone) 
 
Members Absent: 
Vic Kaczynski 
 
Others Attending: 
Kathy Maas-Hebner, OSU 
Tony Nigro, ODFW 
Tucker Jones, ODFW 
Tom Rein, ODFW 
Christine Mallete, ODFW 
Dave Jepsen, ODFW 
Mike Cafferata, ODF 
Jim Paul, DSL 
 
 
July 25, 2011 Public meeting 
Carl Schreck convened the meeting at 11:04 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.  

AGENDA – Agenda was adopted as modified. An agenda item to discuss and accept a salmon 
conservation plan review was added.  

MINUTES – June 22, 2011 minutes were adopted as presented. 

 

Draft White Sturgeon Conservation Plan Review 
Bob Hughes presented the Team’s final draft of its review of ODFW’s Lower Columbia River 
White Sturgeon Conservation Plan (April 2011 draft). Schreck described the Team’s concern 
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related to ODFW’s use of a 500 year time frame because of the amount of geological, social, and 
political uncertainty involved. ODFW staff agreed with the concern and indicated that they had a 
similar discussion during the plan’s development. They chose the 500 year time frame for 
modeling even though it may not be as practical for a management timeframe.  

IMST did not include any formal recommendations in this review but may consider doing so 
with the next conservation plan because there seems to be too little consistency between the 
various plans and the information presented in them. 

Shock moved and Molina seconded to adopt the review as edited. The review was unanimously 
adopted (Kaczynski was absent for the vote). 

ACTION ITEM: Maas-Hebner will circulate the final edits to the Team for review prior to 
sending the final to ODFW on Tuesday, July 26. 

 

ODFW Rogue River Fall Chinook Conservation Plan 
The IMST received a formal review request from Dave Jepsen, ODFW, to review the agency’s 
draft Rogue River fall Chinook conservation Plan. ODFW requested that the final review be 
completed by the end of October 2011. The Team unanimously accepted the review. Hughes will 
chair the subcommittee with Schreck and Kaczynski serving as subcommittee members.  

 

Elliott State Forest draft Forest Management Plan 
Molina introduced the Team’s draft letter concerning the Elliott State Forest’s draft forest 
management plan. She indicated that the Team was unable to locate any analyses on the 
efficiency of the riparian area management standards to protect salmonids and their habitat other 
than the environmental impact statement the IMST reviewed last year. Jim Paul (DSL) and Mike 
Cafferata (ODF) explained the legal requirements of ‘take avoidance’ and that the use of the 
term did not include a biological standard, only a legal standard and suggested that the Team 
avoid using that term in their letter. For the past 10 years, northwest Oregon state forests have 
been in compliance with federal ‘take avoidance’ standards by using the current riparian 
management plan. Molina agreed but said that even though the agency has been in compliance 
with the legal standard, ODF has not demonstrated that the riparian management standards are 
protecting coho salmon and their habitat. While ODF’s RipStream study is a good effort to 
demonstrate that the State’s riparian rules did not degrade stream temperature, the study was 
focused on reaches and was short term. Jim Paul indicated that there was more information on 
the scientific studies reviewed and modeling conducted in the Elliott Plan than in the riparian 
management standards in ODF’s 2001 NW Forest Plan. 

Molina asked Team members if they wanted to include formal recommendations in the final 
letter. Shock abstained from further comments citing his lack of knowledge about the landscapes 
involved in the management plans. The rest of the Team agreed to include recommendations and 
also agreed to send them to both Cafferata and Paul prior to finalization to help insure that the 
recommendations are accurate and the intent is clear. Based on input from Cafferata and Paul, 
the Team decided not to submit the letter as part of the Elliott’s Forest Management Plan open 
public comment period. It would instead be sent to the State Forester and Chair of the Board of 
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Forestry. Hughes moved to accept the draft as discussed pursuant to a final review by Team 
members. The motioned was unanimously passed (Shock abstained. Kaczynski was absent). 

Molina then asked the Team if it would be prudent to take a broader look at state forest 
management and the scientific basis of the riparian management rules. She was not advocating 
for an in-depth review of ODF’s forest management plans, but by better understanding how the 
riparian standards were developed and the various analyses used by ODF, the IMST would be in 
a better position to support ODF’s riparian management strategies. The Team agreed that this 
was a good course to discuss at the next public meeting (September 21, 2011). 

ACTION ITEM:   Molina will finalize the draft letter based on the Team’s discussion and 
distribute the draft recommendations to M. Cafferata (ODF) and J. Paul (DSL) for their 
feedback. All comments should be sent to Molina by Friday, July 29. 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS: The Team will invite representatives from ODF to present 
background technical and scientific information behind the agency’s riparian management 
standards for state forests. The Team will also invite non-ODF researchers to present and discuss 
tools available that could be used by ODF to better assess the adequacy of management 
strategies for protecting aquatic habitat and salmonids. 

 

UPDATES 
2011-2013 IMST Budget – Schreck said that Oregon State University (OSU) did not agree to 
waive the 10% overhead the university can collect from the new budget. Schreck and Maas-
Hebner will have to re-calculate the budget to account for the 10% overhead charges which may 
affect how much FTE Team members can be compensated over the next two years. They will 
then resubmit the budget to OSU for final approval prior to submitting it to the Oregon 
Watershed Enhancement Board. 

Urban Book Proposal – Yeakley has drafted an outline based on IMST’s 2010 urban and rural-
residential report and plans to send a book proposal to Springer by the end of July 2011. 

Urban Journal Article Proposal – Hughes has not made any major progress on the draft article 
but will be able to focus on the draft article in the fall.  

 

Public Comment: no public comment was given 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:17 PM 

 
 


