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Minutes 
Independent Multidisciplinary Science Team  

November 27, 2012 
 

Agriculture Science Room 
LaSells Stewart Center 

Oregon State University campus 
Corvallis, OR 97331 

 
Members in Attendance: 
Carl Schreck 
Bob Hughes 
Nancy Molina 
Alan Yeakley 
 
Members Absent: 
None 
 
Others Attending: 
Kathy Maas-Hebner, OSU 
Lee Russell, Elk Creek Watershed Council 
Lisa Gaines, INR 
Marjorie Wolfe, ESA 
 
Public Meeting: 
Schreck convened the meeting at 9:17 am and asked that any Team member with an actual or 
potential conflict of interest to bring the issue to the Team’s attention for discussion. No one 
declared a conflict of interest. 
 
Agenda – Agenda adopted as presented. 
Minutes – August 1st and 17th meeting minutes were adopted with minor edits. 
 
Updates and Developments 

 Status of vacancies & appointments to IMST – Both of Molina’s and Hughes’s 
reappointments are pending, but Richard Whitman (GNRO) said they could still 
participate as members while waiting for the process to be completed. The Co-Chairs 
nave not received any clear information related to Marjorie Wolfe’s appointment. 
Richard Whitman, GNRO, was supposed to contact Marjorie and discuss the IMST with 
her. Team members, staff, and Wolfe introduced themselves and described their science 
expertise. 
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 Meeting on December 18 with GNRO and agency directors – Molina, Schreck, Maas-
Hebner,  as well as Lisa Gaines (INR), will attend the meeting to discuss what role 
science review could have in the state and the Governor’s Healthy Environment Outcome 
policy vision. 

 GRNO: –Gabriella Goldfarb will serve as IMST’s liaison in the GNRO. 

 2011-2013 IMST-OWEB Budget Note – There was no new information to report. 

 2013-2015 Biennium Budget  – There was no new information to report. The Governor’s 
recommended budget will be released in December. 

 ODFW Coastal Salmonid Multi-SMU Conservation Plan – ODFW may have the draft 
ready to send to the Team for review after the first of the year. 

 
IMST & Institute for Natural Resources possible future collaborations 
Molina and Lisa Gaines led the discussion and indicated that there is a need for state entities to 
better understand the differences and similarities in the missions of the INR and IMST. It is also 
necessary to determine how, as independent entities, the INR and IMST collaborate and interact 
effectively together to better serve the State of Oregon. Together, INR and IMST can provide a 
more complete, well-rounded service to the state as independent groups better than if only one 
existed within the state. Molina and Gaines will craft key points based on the discussion and 
distribute to the Team for comments. 
 
Urban Fisheries Manuscript 
Hughes said that the Team’s draft manuscript was accepted by the journal Fisheries for 
publication pending revision. Hughes will complete the revisions before the end of the year. The 
revised manuscript must be sent back to the Fisheries editor by the end of January 2013. 
 
Draft Book – Wild Salmonids in the Urbanizing Pacific Northwest  
Yeakley led the discussion of the Team’s proposed book. Springer Science + Business, LLC 
(New York) accepted the Team’s book proposal for publication in 2014. The Team discussed 
book editors, the topical outline, and chapter and section authors. Yeakley, Hughes, and Maas-
Hebner will serve as book editors. Yeakley has the names of possible authors for the social-
ecological context chapter and the toxic chemicals chapter. He will contact them shortly. Maas-
Hebner has hired two short-term employees to complete a comprehensive literature search for 
each chapter. Disks containing PDFs of the articles and reports will be sent to all chapter authors 
before Christmas. A draft manuscript is due to the publisher by June 15, 2013. 
 
Projects and work priorities for the remainder of the fiscal year and the upcoming 2013-
2015 biennium 

The Team discussed potential projects, products and priorities for the rest of the fiscal year (July 
1, 2012–June 30, 2013) and the upcoming biennium (July 1, 2013–June 30, 2015). During the 
discussion the IMST identified research and science gaps in the state related to salmonid and 
natural resources management. The Team then determined which ones could be done during the 
fiscal year, which ones would require more time to complete and could be done during the next 
biennium. 
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Some possible topics and products that the Team could tackle this fiscal year: 

1. Essential elements of a species recovery plan. Products:  workshop and report 

2. Determine what we know about ocean related mortality (i.e., compensatory mortality vs. 
compound mortality). Ocean mortality is a key element in population modeling. Product: 
report 

3. Provide input to Oregon Plan II; but first determine the successes and failures of the 
Oregon Plan for Salmon and Watersheds and why. Product: report detailing diagnostics 
used and lessons learned. 

4. Effects of thinning in riparian areas – Products: workshop (12-15 people to synthesize 
information/models, tools, research – reach beyond just Oregon) and report. 

5. Effects of copper on migrating salmonids. Product: White paper providing information on 
effectiveness of policies to limit use of copper in break lining. 

 
Topics that could be tackled in the 2013-2015 biennium: 

1. Model for multi-taxa large (basin) scale recovery assessment planning (multi-species 
recovery planning – how to make it comprehensive and integrated – basin wide 
community recovery; what does one action for one species do to other species) 

2. Assess the effectiveness of mitigations (watershed, stream, and wetland). 

3. Determine how to merge tribal approaches/knowledge with agency/traditional 
approaches. 

4. Effects of livestock grazing on salmonids and sage grouse. Product: white paper (include 
tools for assessing effects) 

5. Effects of aquatic and terrestrial invasive species on aquatic habitat functions: 
a. economic, ecological, social analyses 
b. role of prevention 
c. defining “damaging” non-natives, ornamentals; how do you know the line 

(methods) 
d. climate change interactions in the future 

6. Assess how wave energy development may affect near shore and oceanic organisms. 

7. Review aquatic monitoring across state agencies. What effectiveness & status/trends 
monitoring related to aquatic ecosystems is being conducted by natural resource agencies 
and how are they doing it (i.e., design, indicators, analysis, reporting, data management & 
sharing, spatial and temporal scales). Product: Report describing the elements of an 
integrated monitoring program for the state 

8. Asses the possible impacts of climate change to the Oregon coastal zone (change 
reinforcement vs. ‘letting nature do its thing’; economic consequences). 

No public comment 

Meeting adjourned at 2:55 pm 


