To: whom it may concern/Rocky Habitats Working Group,
From: Leigh Anderson, principal author of the recreational divers proposal for coast-wide kelp
preservation proposal to the Rocky Habitats Working Group, and a veteran diver of 40 years in
Oregon
Regarding: Support of the Lincoln City Audubon's excellent Rocky Habitat proposal for Cape
Lookout.
I have read the Audubon proposal for Cape Lookout in detail. And have several points in support
after discussion with several other informal leaders in our Oregon diving community.
1. We are very comfortable and gratified by the explicit preservation of boat access to Cape
Lookout, not only for recreational divers access, but also diver access for kelp preservation
efforts if permission hopefully is granted by ODFW.
2. We were also very impressed and gratified that the Audubon Proposal acknowledged the
underwater kelp forest crisis due to urchin overpopulation - and made that distinction in the
proposal, whereas other site-proposals misguidedly added no-take protection to marauding
urchins by blindly lumping them in with other invertebrates.
3. The society has even arranged for drone video to be taken and offered to share the video with
us divers, to aid in Cape Lookout kelp baseline measurement. We really appreciate that
community collaboration spirit.
To document the dire underwater situation, we obtained recent underwater video footage via a
freediver at Cape Lookout, which sampled quite a few sites (about 20 video samples) centered
almost midway out the south side of the cape. Zero kelp was seen, in what should be prime kelp
habitat in the very boulder-ey terrain There was some kelp reported in the shallows closer to the
beach so at least there's a spore bank remaining, but the historical kelp range was vastly
larger. We found very high purple urchin density, with a minority of reds also present. Some
boulders had roughly 5-15 urchins in a square meter in the densest cases vs ~0.5 for a kelp-viable
density. The boulders are scraped down to bare rock largely - by the urchin hordes - i.e. very
little marine crustal organisms and no vegetation left. Except for one school of rockfish seen
and a few singles, not very fishy at all compared to 2012 pre-sea-star die-off. This site used to
hold a LOT of Ling cod, but hardly any seen in 2 hours of diving despite looking in dozens of
their usual hidey holes. The south Lookout Reef desperately needs urchin culling help, this
Spring '21. Very few sea stars, (and of course zero nearly extinct urchin-predating Sunflower sea
stars), were seen.
Here's a screen shot that's very representative of the Cape Lookout urchin infestation and their
devastation of the former kelp forest, after looking at all 20 video samples. There should be and
used to be a dense forest of bull kelp and so much dense crustal marine growth and vegetation on
the boulders you wouldn't even see any bare rock at all. It is an extremely urchin-damaged
reef with over 95% loss of keystone kelp habitat.

Best regards,
Leigh Anderson
mrleighanderson@gmail.com
503-484-7056

Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) published the following petition to gather signatures in
support of our Rocky Habitat Management Strategy proposals for Marine Conservation Area (MCA)
designations at Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex. Signatures were gathered
between March 22, 2021 and April 12, 2021.
Petition Background (included on Petition page):
WHAT ARE WE ASKING FOR? We’re seeking Marine Conservation Area (MCA) designations for
the two proposed areas. The MCA designation is designed to conserve “relatively intact ecosystems
with high ecological value.” The designation does not change commercial and recreational fish
harvest regulations, boat access, or anchorage.
WHERE? The Cape Foulweather proposal includes the coastline from Whale Cove to Otter Rock
and extends out into the ocean to encompass the near-shore kelp beds. The Cape Lookout
proposal includes the coastline that wraps around the headland from north to south.
WHY NOW? The door is open for these proposals now because Oregon’s Rocky Habitat
Management Strategy is being updated for the first time since 1994. The public was invited to
propose areas to add to the inventory of sites being managed as part of the Strategy. (The update is
in response to climate change and growing population stressors.)
THEN WHAT? If we are successful, we can help ensure these areas are preserved in perpetuity,
and be positioned to launch ongoing stewardship programs to monitor these fragile ecosystems as
well as provide educational opportunities to the public.
For more information see: lincolncityaudubon.org/rocks.html
PETITION
Be part of Oregon's legacy of protecting our ocean shores and maintaining public access. Make
your voice heard.
I support the Audubon Society of Lincoln City’s two proposals:
●
●

Cape Lookout Marine Conservation Area
Cape Foulweather Complex Marine Conservation Area.

This petition will be submitted to the Ocean Advisory Policy Council (OPAC). You may also submit
your comments directly to: TSP.Comments@state.or.us
The Audubon Society of Lincoln City would like to thank the 233 persons who signed our petition in
support of our two proposals:
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
I believe the Oregon coast and its abundant wildlife are one of the most
beautiful ecosystems in our country.
I support every effort made by Audubon Society and the Coast Range
Association to protect and preserve these areas. That's why I am writing to
support this critical update to the Oregon Rocky Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy.
-- Vicki Zeitner, Portland OR 97229
It is imperative that whenever a natural area is available for preservation for
good, that we don't let the opportunity to save it pass us by.
-- Angela Soto, Eugene OR 97405
With the insults and detrimental impacts of climate change and over population
of humans it is imperative we protect the few pristine unique places on the
earth. These happen to be Rocky Habitats alone the Oregon Coast. No longer
can humans be driven by the greed of Timber Industries who pollute and clog
the rivers running into the ocean with herbicides and silt from clear cuts. These
habitats are an essential key to the ecosystem which sustains all life. We
citizens of Oregon unite in requiring our state employees to not cow to archaic
industry and pursue the mission for the people not for the profit only Timber
industry.
-- Christine DeMoll, Eugene OR 97405
I believe the most important THING on earth is DIVERSITY! Protecting
Diversity is the best use of my time here!
-- Waverly Hayner, YACHATS OR 97498
We need to work now to conserve critical habitat in our oceans to slow the
destructive forces pressing upon the entire ecosystem. Kelp beds are a
necessary carbon sink and habitat for sea life that need to be protected.
-- Brian Anthony, Portland OR 97211
The Cape Foulweather proposal includes the coastline from Whale Cove to
Otter Rock and extends out into the ocean to encompass the near-shore kelp
beds. These areas are important spaces of ecosystem and human
rejuvenation. Please take extra care in updating guidelines to protect these
beautiful spaces! Thank you.
-- Alison Grace Cliath, Portland OR 97211
Oregon's precious environment must be preserved for our children's children's
children.
-- Honora-Bright Aere, Blodgett OR 97326
Keep commercial fishing offshore. Reduce pollution from land sources.
-- Thomas Kammerer, Otter Rock OR 97369
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
Cape Foulweather and Cape Lookout feature critical marine and rocky habitats
on the Oregon Coast! They need to protected in perpetuity for research,
conservation, and recreational purposes!
-- Oriana Chafe, Eugene OR 97402
It is critically important to protect our coastal rocky habitat for fish rearing areas
-- Walter Mintkeski, Portland OR 97202
Increase protections and species growth
-- Todd Wilkins, Klamath falls OR 97601
please protect both the Cape Lookout Marine Conservation Area and the Cape
Foulweather Complex Marine Conservation area ....
-- Annie Vandehey, Portland OR 97212
Having served as a member of the Cascade Head Marine Reserve Advisory
Committee, I am aware of the importance of preserving as much habitat as
possible for the flora and fauna relying on the ocean/land interface.
Preservation is sound public policy that will deliver benefits now and into the
future.
-- Terence Anderson, Otter Rock OR 97369
It's important
-- Louis Kammerer , Newport OR 97365
I strongly support protecting Cape Lookout and Cape Foulweather as Marine
Conservation Areas
-- Anne Wenner, Klamath Falls OR 97601
To save Habitat for birds!
-- Marie McCain, Philomath OR 97370
The Oregon coast is a national treasure to be shared responsibly and
preserved for our children, their families, and generations to come. The animals
who live here are all part of a much bigger global picture. They need to be
respected and protected.
Thank you
-- Wendy S Diehl, Atlanta GA 30312
I care about preserving habitat for our ocean birds.
-- Kathryn Kyriss, CORVALLIS OR 97330
I strongly support preserving our great natural areas for the safety and ongoing
survival of our beautiful birds!
-- Sue Zemliak, Depoe Bay OR 97341
It is critical to protect these areas!
-- David Osborn, Troutdale OR 97060

3

Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
I believe in preserving the coastal land and the wildlife.
-- Charlotte Maloney, Eugene OR 97405
I support the Audubon Society of Lincoln City’s two proposals:
- Cape Lookout Marine Conservation Area
- Cape Foulweather Complex Marine Conservation Area.
It's essential to preserve these vulnerable ecosystems for future generations of
Oregonians and indeed all life that depends on them.
-- Mary Garrard, Corvallis OR 97330
This continues to be a critical action especially with what is happening to our
environment due to climate effect
-- Marney Reed , Florence OR 97439
Conservation of our rocky shores is very important. It is very important to
monitor them and to do research in order to preserve the plants and animals
there.
-- Mary James, Florence OR 97439
I love the rocky Oregon coast and every time I visit Oregon, usually several
times a year, I go to the coast. Preserving the beauty and wildlife is critical to
this time, for the sake of the wildlife primarily. It also brings in tourist dollars like
what I spend to visit these gorgeous spots.
-- Mary Langenderfer, Missoula MT 59803
Because I care.
-- Janie Thomas, Eugene OR 97402
Protection of Oregon's coastal birds is important to maintain so they can
continue to thrive .
-- Bonnie Hicks, Deadwood OR 97430
The Oregon coast needs protecting, the Pacific Northwest provides habitait for
a variety of bird species.
-- Nancy Woodruff, Salem OR 97302
Marine Conservation Areas are the most important tool in conserving intact
ecosystems at the Oregon Coast. I am urging the extension of this protection to
Cape Foulweather and Cape Lookout. I am a homeowner in Netarts, Oregon
and as such want to be a good steward for environmental protection of our
beautiful coastline.
-- Patricia Osborn, Portland OR 97212
We need to protect the little wildlife that has remained on our shores.
-- IVAN PASKALEV, Eugene OR 97405
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
Oregon's coast is a spectacular treasure needing our attention and protection
as we face the global climate crisis.
-- Jan Lintz, Eugene OR 97404
We must be proactive in preserving our fragile ecosystems before it's too late.
And too late is just around the corner.
-- Nancy Curran, Eugene OR 97401
Birds need more areas of conservation to thrive.
-- Zachary Watson, Seattle WA 98144
Birds and habitat need to be protected for future generations to enjoy.
-- Karen Flom, Eugene OR 97402-Such a beautiful place must be protected.
-- John DeCock, San Francisco CA 94131
The protection of rocky shores and its inhabitants is important for ecosystem
health. Designation will provide opportunities to enjoy, monitor, and educate
about rocky shore ecosystems.
-- Debbie Schlenoff, Eugene OR 97405
I've been a "regular" at both Capes for nearly 20 years, and while I love that
people have long been able to freely access the Beauty & Nature that make the
Coast so special, I have seen tourism grow exponentially in recent years, and
fear that without oversight and guidance of the sort proposed by this petition,
people may well wind up (ironically) loving the People's Coast to death. Nature
needs protection ... now.
-- Howard Shippey, South Beach OR 97366
To preserve and protect
-- Cindy carlson, Waldport OR 97394
Have visited both the Cape Lookout and Cape Foulweather sites and they are
both exceptional and deserve the highest protection!
-- Betsy Bredau, Newport OR 97365
I like to visit the coast and go for hikes
-- Ian Hite, Wilsonville OR 97070
To support the conservation efforts
-- Mary Margaret Hite, Gleneden Beach OR 97388
Love the coast, want to preserve it, very moved by this video.
-- Margot Fetz, Portland OR 97201
I want to see these important conservation areas protected.
-- Tim Johnson, Salem OR 97302
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
To protect Oregon's ocean shores and maintain public access which has been
very important for us.
-- Arthur Bottomley, Depoe Bay OR 97341
These areas are critical for supporting biodiversity along the Oregon coast and
need protection.
-- Karen Meyer, La Grande OR 97850
This protection would allow more regulations and conservation of the marine life
in these areas, allowing for maintaining the balance of species of importance in
these areas. This protection is critical to preserving these natural areas and
protecting from further degradation, particularly protecting the kelp forests that
are essential to the habitat and wildlife in the area.
-- Maureen Leong-Kee, Albany OR 97321
To preserve our threaten habitat
-- William Hite, Gleneden Beach OR 97388
Because I believe in the valuable work Audubon does
-- Ron Lovell, Gleneden Beach OR 97388
Its the right thing to do
-- michael lebofsky, yachats OR 97498
Want to help protect our birds and habitat
-- Sunshine Keck, Siletz OR 97380
To protect essential nesting habitat. Once it is gone, it is gone.
-- Judi Irving, SEAL ROCK OR 97376
These rocky coastal habitats are being degraded up and down the coast. There
must be at least several areas where these ecosystems receive extra protection
so they, and their inhabitants, do not disappear
-- Mark Baldwin, Corvallis OR 97330
Our Oregon coastline is unique and the habitat it provides equally so.
Monitoring fragile ecosystems helps to ensure with climate and population
changes that we educate the public in the value of protecting and preserving
our rocky habitats.
-- Sheila Ping, Waldport OR 97364
I support protecting rocky habitat for all - protecting seabirds and other wildlife
and maintaining public access.
-- Lucinda Dykes, Cottage Grove OR 97424
Protect seabird habitat
-- Patrick Richardson, Waldport OR 97394
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
In support of Marine conservation and public access. Both of these rocky
headlands represent important headland areas with numerous eco-zones
surrounding all sides that should be protected for all future generations
-- Fred Holzmer, Newport OR 97365
I support the preservation of rocky habitat on the Oregon coast and elsewhere.
-- Christopher Mathews, Corvallis OR 97333
I'm a native Oregonian. I did not fully appreciate how lucky we are to have the
coastal areas we do until I grew up and traveled. We must protect our ocean
shores and maintain public access.
-- Diana Wales, Roseburg OR 97471
I support protecting Oregon’s coastlines.
-- Heather Offenstein, Lincoln City OR 97367
The Oregon coast is amazingly beautiful and unique. It should be protected for
future generations.
-- Diane Pugh, Newport OR 97365
This coastal area is important and in need of preservation..
-- Elizabeth Brown, Roseburg OR 97470
I would like to see Oregon's rocky habitat protected.
-- Joyce Millen, Salem OR 97302
These areas represent ecologically valuable habitat worthy of protection.
-- David Harrison, Salem OR 97302
Adding additional protections to Oregon's rocky shores is important and even
though I don't live on the coast, I supports the two MCA proposals being put
forward by the ASLC.
-- Ron Larson, Klamath Falls OR 97603
Family lives in Lincoln City. We volunteer at Olympic National park. We need to
save the natural coastal habitat for future generations to enjoy and for the
animals that live there.
-- Norman Thomas, Lilburn GA 30047
Preservation of vital natural fisheries and marine habitat.
-- Julie Fiedler, Lincoln City OR 97367
Part of our family's lifelong values is protecting the earth's natural environment,
in this case Oregon's rocky coastal habitats for the living creatures and
vegetation that inhabit it.
-- Maria Cecille Kennedy, Depoe Bay OR 97341
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
Part of our philosophy is conserving our natural environment, in this case,
Oregon's rocky coastal habitats and the living creatures and plants that inhabit
it.
-- John Kennedy, Depoe Bay OR 97341
Wonderful area for birdwatching. Great historical interest
-- Roy Filby, Newport OR 97365
The Oregon coast is one of the most unique areas of the country. It’s important
that we preserve it for ourselves and future generations.
-- Janice Johansson , Eugene OR 97402
I love the entire Oregon Coast, and this area should definitely be protected so it
remains a wonderful opportunity for learning about tidal ecosystems for future
generations!
-- Abbey Hadachek, Fort Collins CO 80524
This model emphasizing education and community stewardship is a win-win for
both the natural environment and all the people who live and work on the coast
and who visit.
-- Laura M. Ohanian, Eugene OR 97440
Cape Lookout was a place I visited as a child with my family and the natural
beauty of the area is something we should take care of.
-- Brad Johnson, Silverton OR 97381
Protecting local wild life and habitats on the Oregon coast is imperative to our
co-existence.
-- Bonnie Gatlin, LINCOLN CITY OR 97367
Coastal Rocky habitats are very sensitive. They need attention to keep them
safe. Educating the public is much needed.
-- Elizabeth Laver-Holencik, Tidewater OR 97390
When we come to visit, we love the rugged and wild coast. We also love the
public beaches.
-- Allison Willoughby , Lewiston UT 84320
I want to see preservation of rocky habitat on the Oregon coast.
-- Janet Bleck, Lincoln City OR 97367

8

Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
As a recent transplant to Oregon, I have found the rocky coastline to be one of
the most stunning and enjoyable elements of my new home. To begin with, it
obviously harbors an almost unbelievable wealth of animal life. I believe that
habitat for such life should be preserved with every effort we can make. But
also in practical terms, Oregon's coastline is different than any environment I've
ever experienced - and I have traveled all my life. As such, it is of incredible
value to the state, for tourism and to attract new residents such as myself. It
makes sense to preserve something rather than to try to bring it back after it
has been degraded. Please make it a priority to preserve this wonderful natural
(and economic) resource!
-- Lisa Spence-Bunnett, Lincoln City OR 97367
The Oregon coast is unique and breathtaking, let’s keeyit that way.
-- Brian Bunnett , Lincoln City OR 97367
I believe it is vital that we act now to protect habitat for Oregon's rich diversity of
shorebirds and other wild birds, ocean mammals, and other wildlife. Oregon's
ocean shores are a treasure and a trust that deserve ongoing conservation.
-- Susanna MacDonald, Lincoln City OR 97367
Oregon's rocky coastal habitats need conserving. We live in a beautiful location
and it is our responsibility to take care of it. Our planet is in a fragile state, and
we must take steps today to protect our ocean shores.
-- Merilee Myers, Gleneden Beach OR 97388
I live at and love the Oregon coast and am very concerned with the health of it.
-- Judy Bowman , Lincoln City OR 97367
Bird's are important to me and preserving their habitat is very important to their
future survival.
-- Brian Horne, Mildord IA 51351
One of my favorite walks on the Oregon Coast is the old Highway 101 that runs
along Cape Foulweather. Because there is a "new" Highway 101 bypass road,
the walk has beautiful views of steep and rocky habitat.
-- Martin Desmond, Newport OR 97365
Because I Care !
-- Jim Devine , Bay City OR 97107
Locals and visitors enjoy the best tidepools on the coast! Let's take care of
them and the critters that live here.
-- Ireen Lapham, Otter Rock OR 97369
Because I have lived on the Oregon Coast for over 30 years and the landscape
both offshore and on land is so breathtaking we must protect it with everything
we have got!
-- June O'Connor, Waldport OR 97394
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
As a resident of Oregon since 1948, I want current and future generations to
have the inspiration and access to the natural beauty of our ocean shores that
I've enjoyed through all these years.
-- Joanne Cvar, Waldport OR 97394
We need to protect all the birds. The Migration is hard hit and needs our help.
-- Tammy Domike, Hoquiam WA 98550
My brother Kent Doughty told me about this petition. Kent is part of the
Audubon group that is working to save the Rocky habitat.
-- Kathy Doughty , Morrison CO 80465
Saving habits and ecosystems is critical.
-- Kris Bisgard, Atlanta GA 30345
Public lands belong to all Americans.
-- Raymond Stattner, Boise ID 83713
There are very few wild places left in the Oregon coast. Not only is Cape
Lookout wild, it is very unique geological and ecological area.
-- Michael Baker, Corvallis OR 97330
I am a strong believer in balanced management of our natural resources on the
coast, including our nearshores.
-- dawn villaescusa, LINCOLN CITY OR 97367
Public lands belong to all Americans and we need to protect our ocean shores
and continue to maintain public access.
-- Brent Collier, Tillamook OR 97141
Because those are iconic places we love and must protect.
-- Lianne Yamamoto, Nampa ID 83687
Climate change is having a profound effect on the planet. This may help
mitigate adverse affects on the fragile coastal environment
-- Suzanne Thurman, Waseca MN 56093
To help save the environment
-- Terry Larson, Milwaukie OR 97267
We have been visiting the Oregon coast annually for more than 40 years to
enjoy everything its rocky shores, tide pools, and sandy beaches offer. It would
be negligent for us not to pay attention to issues surrounding the health of this
beautiful, valuable ecosystem.
-- Monica Stone, Nampa ID 83686
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
I have spent the last decade working at the Boy Scout camp located just south
of Cape Lookout. In that time, I have visited the marine gardens and tide pools
on the south face countless times. They provide an outstanding educational
opportunity for youth from Oregon and across the country and want to see them
better protected for future generations.
-- Nickolas Hummer, Milwaukie OR 97222
Because preserving habitat matters.
-- Colleen McLaughlin, Portland OR 97212
It is essential to protect, restore, and preserve unique habitats along the ocean
shores. These establish a respite for challenged creatures that live in these
environments. It also serves as a baseline for what could be done elsewhere with similar help.
-- Tamara DeRidder, Portland OR 97213
I support the efforts to have these two areas protected for future generations.
-- John Criscitiello , Corvallis OR 97330
We hike and enjoy these beautiful areas throughout the year. We bring visitors
from out of state to show them the places that make Oregon special. Education
programs will inform students & visitors about the importance of protecting
these areas that are rich in wildlife & beauty.
-- Suzanne V Ortiz, Corvallis OR 97330
I love tide pools, ocean and marine life. Education is key. Everyone needs to be
aware and help preserve. Be responsible.
-- Lorrie Owens, Waldport OR 97394
To protect our coastline and its inhabitants
-- Patty Sorensen, Lincoln City OR 97167
it is important to preserve nature for the next generation.
-- Joann DeLuna, San Antonio TX 78209
We love the Oregon coast and spend as much time there as possible. We hope
to spend more as retirement is upon us. The Oregon Coast is beautiful and
unique, especially the iconic rocky coastline. We have spent time at both of
these locations and hope to spend much more. Cape Lookout and Cape
Foulweather are simply stunning and we hope that they will bring inspiration to
others as they have to us.
-- William Shelmerdine, Olympia WA 98502
These areas are wildlife sanctuaries and beautiful headlands that Oregon
should protect at a higher standard due to their ecological importance.
-- Ryan Parker , South beach OR 97366
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
It is critical to protect habitat on our ocean shores!
-- Mark Lindgren, CORVALLIS OR 97330
I camped at Cape Lookout as a child. I love our beautiful coast and want to
protect it.
-- Gillian Butler, Portland OR 97213
I want to be part of the movement to preserve our rocky coastal habitat.
-- Caren Willoughby, Lincoln city OR 97367
I see the importance of protecting our rocky habitat at these two sites on the
Oregon coast.
-- Jane Donovan, Albany OR 97321
We are so very lucky to have public ownership of beaches here in Oregon.
What lies off the coast is just as important--to us and to marine life. Let's keep it
habitable for those creatures.
-- Leslie Hogan, Albany OR 97321
I want to protect what we have before it is lost.
-- Bill Kucha, Depoe bay OR 97341
I grew up in Portland, Oregon. Now that I'm retired, I'm planning to move back I've missed my home state ever since I left. Oregon's beaches are unique. It is
vitally important that these habitats are protected and available for generations
to come. They are a precious resource.
-- Julie Murphy, Kansas City MO 64108
I live here and want to preserve as much natural coastal life as possible for both
critters and humans
-- PA Anderson, Otter Rock OR 97369
Birds and other wildlife are in trouble and face many obstacles caused by
climate change etc. We should immediately change problems caused by
humans and dogs. Then ask the state for a budget to enforce the new laws.
-- Judy Meredith, Bend OR 97702
I have enjoyed Oregon’s rocky shores habitats so much since moving here 10
years ago, and hope others can enjoy them for generations to come. Cape
Lookout and Cape Foulweather are exceptional in their beauty and contribution
as habitat for many species of birds and marine life. That is why I support their
protection. Educating the public about their value is critical in fostering
stewardship of this environmental and economic resource.
-- Debra Nicholson, Otis OR 97368
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
I support the establishment of the two reserves to bolster the health of this
unique ecosystem, and to make it viable for generations of all the species
present (including us!) to come.
-- John Fiedler, Otis OR 97368
Our coast and ocean is so important to us, and deserves to be protected!
-- Laurie and Jay Bennett, Depoe Bay OR 97341
I’m signing this petition because we need to protect the highly specialized
shoreline habitat for all species whose survival depends on habitat
preservation. Our shoreline belongs to all of us, and preservation and protection
now will mean our shoreline will be intact and thriving for us now and our
children’s children in the future. Thank you.
-- Lee Erickson, Neotsu OR 97364
I grew up in Newport. Cape Foulweather has some spectacular and unusual
habitats which need to be protected from excessive visitation.
-- Dave Miller, Camas WA 98607
To help toward a balanced and a diverse Earth ecosystem.
-- Dennis Green, Depoe Bay OR 97341
I fully support the need to protect this area
-- Judy Casper , Lincoln City OR 97367
I am a marine biologist (Friends of Netarts Bay WEBS; formerly NOAA and
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory), and these areas are important rocky
intertidal habitats.
-- Jim Young, Oceanside OR 97134
My family moved to the Oregon Coast 56 years ago when I was 12 years old .
I’ve experienced a lifetime of joy exploring the Oregon Coast, the tide pools, the
ocean, the seabirds, the headlands...protecting this for future generations is
such an important priority to me.
-- Grace Wiesner , Tidewater OR 97390
I support ALSC’s proposal for conservation areas Cape Lookout and Cape
Foulweather.
-- Jack Hurt, Neskowin OR 97149
As a frequent visitor to and lover of the Oregon Coast, I'm signing to protect
rocky coastal habitat both now and for generations to come.
-- Kristina Burbank, Brownsville OR 97327
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
I often visit Lincoln City. The highlight always is looking for and finding wildlife
and birds to watch. I go straight to the birdiest spots to see Oystercatchers, rock
pipers and turnstones and more! Their habitat, the rocky shore areas, is
threatened and so establishing a Marine Conservation Area will really help
protect their habitat going forward!
-- Meg Ruby, Portland OR 97213
Save our rocky habitat!
-- Chris Hertlein, Lincoln City OR 97367
Because these are beautiful natural resources and most be protected
-- Rebecca Bloch, Yachats OR 97498
Cape Lookout long extent into the ocean is unique on the Oregon coast,
making its rocky shores also unique.
It should be protected for future generations.
-- LAURA EHRET, CORVALLIS OR 97330
Oregon's rocky habits are vital and Cape Lookout and Cape Foulweather are
outstanding examples in need of protection and increased community
education and engagement.
-- Andrew Collins-Anderson, Eugene OR 97402
These lands deserve protection
-- Judy Farrell , Bow WA 98232
We spend most of our time in Tillamook county and value the quality and
diversity of the natural environment there. We want it preserved for future
generations.
-- Michael Krall, Portland OR 97219
It is important we maintain an environment which will support health wild life
population.
-- Thea Sanchez, Lincoln City OR 97367
I strongly support the preservation of the rocky habitat on the Oregon coast.
-- Suzanne Thompson, Rockaway Beach OR 97136
I support this preservation effort
-- Debra Avery, Depoe Bay OR 97341
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
I spent many years working at Camp Meriwether on the south side of Cape
Lookout and have lead recreational and educational hikes to the end of the
cape and to the tidepools at its base for over 30 years.
The time I spent there fostered my interests in ecology and education, which
led to my career as a science teacher.
Cape Lookout and the shores on either side are some of the least developed
areas on the Oregon coast.
Designate Cape Lookout a Marine Conservation Area so it remains wild and
inspires future generations.
-- Tim Kniser, Portland OR 97213
We used to vacation in Arch Cape.
-- Michael Mendelsohn, San Jose CA 95112
This habitat is ecologically important. Maybe sea otters could return some day.
-- Sandy Streit, Portland OR 97219
Rocky habitat is irreplaceable, so we must conserve and protect it permanently,
for generations in the future.
-- kimberly wilbur, Roseburg OR 97470
Our oceans and sea life is paramount to our futures here on the planet.
Keeping them safe and healthy should be a main priority of all of us.
-- Jacqueline Danos, Yachats OR 97498
I'm sick and tired of seeing Oregon stripped of its forests, wetlands destroyed
for housing tracts, the development is killing everything.
-- David West, Sheridan OR 97378
Protecting coastal resources and wildlife are so important to our lives on the
coast. We need to step up and do as much as we can.
-- Michael Seibold, Depoe Bay OR 97341
To preserve Marine, rocky & natural habitat of our beautiful coastal areas.
-- Wendy Ware, Otter Rock OR 97369
I support the Audubon Society of Lincoln City's two proposals: 1) Cape Lookout
Marine Conservation Area; 2) Cape Foulweather Complex Marine Conservation
Area.
-- Jerry Davis, Otter Rock OR 97369
Our rocky coastline is the foundation of everything we value here in Oregon:
beauty, the richness of nature, and a sustainable economy. Protection in
perpetuity is not only good for nature, it's good for people.
-- Rici Peterson, Depoe Bay OR 97341
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Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) Petition in support of
Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas
I want to see the marine and bird species and their habitat preserved and
protected for years to come. Education for visitors will help the public
appreciate and help protect our amazing rocky habitat.
-- Nancy White, Depoe Bay OR 97341
Please protect the oystercatchers and cormorants by making a preserve at
Cape Foulweather.
-- Mark Cheney, Newport OR 97365
The Oregon coast has gone through quite a stretch of poor development
practices and poor oversight, leading to loss of treasured natural spaces and
more importantly, essential habitat for many species. Rocky Habitat is
continually under siege from human activity, privatization for personal profit. We
need to ensure that our coastlines are protected first for the sake of the species
that depend on them for survival, and for the human experience of contact with
that coastline and those species in ways that will protect their experience for
generations to come.
-- Tripp Mikich, Lincoln City OR 97367
I love visiting the Oregon Coast and support protecting the beautiful rocky
shores for generations to come.
-- Rose Lavoie, Salem OR 97305
We need to protect our oceans.
-- Laura Bohlender, South Beach OR 97366
To protect our beaches and wildlife
-- Deborah Becker, Seal Rock OR 97376
Time for OR to quit sittin on it's history..the bottle and beach bills and do
something in current times..
-- Robert Bernstein, Portland OR 97215
Cape Lookout and Cape Foulweather are outstanding natural features of the
Oregon Coast. The deserve our protection as habitat now and in the future.
-- Joseph Youren, Salem OR 97306
Preservation of Oregon's coastal rocky habitats is critical, and this proposal
helps ensure that future generations will enjoy the intertidal ecosystem without
changing current commercial or recreational use.
-- Ruth Shelly, Neotsu OR 97364
I want to make sure the rocky habitats of these two wild and dramatic capes are
preserved for future generations to enjoy.
-- Steve Griffiths, Lincoln City OR 97367
These rocky habitats are important!
-- Nora Sherwood, Lincoln City OR 97367
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Cape Lookout and Cape Foulweather are unique and precious sites, fragile
ecosystems that deserve our protection for generations to come.
-- Eleanor Koepke, Hillsboro OR 97123
The Coast line the especially the ocean need all the help they can get.
-- Ron Spies , Depoe Bay OR 97341
Oregon has precious little of its coastline protected for future generations. It is
so important to protect the habitats of wildlife that live and breed there by
raising awareness of residents and visitors who can become advocates and be
safe and respectful when enjoying these areas.
-- Dennis White, Depoe Bay OR 91341
As human populations continue to encroach on the natural world we need to
take steps to ensure fragile coastal ecosystems are preserved for posterity. This
petition seeks a balance between environmental conservation and human
activities.
-- Michele Riley, Depoe Bay OR 97341
We see kelp beds and gray whales from our home on Cape Foulweather where
we have lived for 12 years. We have never seen as few whales as we have this
past year. We have seen fewer eagles and ... for the first season ever ... no
raven pairs. I don't know what is wrong, only that something is wrong and hope
a marine conservation area designation will help stem the destruction.
-- Monica Kirk, Depoe Bay OR 97341
I care about preserving our natural environment .
-- James Riley, Depoe Bay OR 97341
I support Conservation for Cape Foulweather marine area.
-- Sally Eggington, Depoe Bay OR 97341
Important to preserve our Rocky creek habitats and support Cape Foulweather
being a conservation area.
-- Karen Lewis, Depoe Bay OR 97341
Petition also signed by the following persons who did not provide comments:
● Sandra Joos, Portland OR 97239
● David Jamieson, LINCOLN CITY OR 97367
● Merle Redwing, Hillsboro OR 97124
● Debora Bergeron, Lincoln City OR 97367
● Mike Wilkes, Salem OR 97306
● Susan Anderson, Newport OR 97365
● Susan Heath, Albany OR 97322
● Sara Wilkes, Salem OR 97306
● Mary McAllister, Lincoln City, OR OR 97367
● Joerg Peter, Hillsboro OR 97123
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Susanne Twight-Alexander, Eugene OR 97404
Randall Koch, Neskowin OR 97149
Laurie Shonkwiler, West Linn Oregon OR 97068
Colleen Loprinzi , Portland OR 97206
Sarah Guthrie, Ellensburg WA 998926
Marie Wakefield, Newport OR 97365
Joy Thomson, Eugene OR 97404
Lyn Hackelman, Florence OR 97439
Elizabeth Erfurth, Eugene OR 97405
Roy Lowe, Waldport OR 97394
Jacqueline Albert, Eugene OR 97405
Adrienne Greene, Lincoln City OR 97367
Kate Daschel, Brightwood OR 97011
Valerie McCasland, Flourence OR 97439
Jill Marks, Newport OR 97365
Patti Siberz, Neotu OR 97364
Miracle Fingerson, Lincoln City OR 97367
Margaret Hite, Portland OR 97225
Debbie Swenerton, Lincoln City OR 97367
Jennie Turner, Toledo OR 98391
Diana Schmauder, Sheridan OR 97378
Sara Lloyd, Lincoln City OR 97367
Joan Helms, Otis OR 97368
Tamara Burnell, McMinnville OR 97128
Mike Broili, South Beach OR 97366
Holly Brandwen, Waldport OR 97394
Alex Duffield, Goleta CA 93117
Echelle Burns, Goleta CA 93117
Janet Johnson, Newport OR 97365
David Danos, Yachats OR 97498
ginger gouveia, Waldport OR 97394
Jo Alexander, Corvallis OR 97330
Nicholas Cirocco , Salem OR 97305
Maria Maza, Evanston IL 60203
Cathy Cochrane, Silverlake WA 98645
Amy Valentine, Portland OR 97212
Jules Moritz, Corvallis OR 97330
Sheri Ambrose, Lincoln City OR 97367
Skye Cutler, Portland OR 97219
Arica Duhrkoop-Galas, Eugene OR 97405
Debra Saude, Lincoln City OR 97367
Stephen Ryan, Lincoln City OR 97367
Patrick May, Lincoln City OR 97367
Wrenda Carey, Seal Rock OR 97376
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Consuelo Kammerer, Otter Rock OR 97369
Gaerin Warman-Szvoboda, Chicago IL 60641
Will Cotton, South Beach OR 97366
Elizabeth Kirsch, Florence OR 97439
Stephen Vaughan, Tucson AZ 85750
Sharon Suhr, Newport OR 97365
Niki Quester, Indianola WA 98342
Kent Doughty, Cloverdale OR 97112
Meredith Maislen, Newport OR 97365
Barbara Bechmann, Depoe Bay OR 97341
Robin Hochtritt, Depoe Bay OR 97341

Our thanks to the 233 persons who signed this petition in support of our two proposals to designate
both Cape Lookout and the Cape Foulweather Complex as Marine Conservation Areas under the
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy.
Original petition published at: https://works.audubon.org/petition/oregon-coast-rocks
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Kent Doughty
TSP comments
ASLC public comment for February 26 working group meeting
Friday, February 26, 2021 1:52:15 PM

These comments are being submitted as part of the public record for the February 25-26, 2021
Working Group meeting.
Concern was expressed that clarification was needed regarding the proposals for Cape
Lookout and Cape Foulweather. Specifically, the Department of State Lands (DSL) expressed
concern that the proposals were obligating that agency to conduct monitoring within kelp
beds. I am clearly stating that the proposal does not call upon DSL to do monitoring nor does
the Audubon Society of Lincoln City (ASLC) have any expectations for DSL to conduct
monitoring at either site.
Potential cooperators are listed with each recommendation to indicate key stakeholders. The
proposals clearly state that listing potential cooperators does not imply a commitment or
endorsement of the proposal.   
It is our intent that our proposals be value-added opportunities through community
engagement rather than create unfunded mandates for the agencies. ASLC has a proven track
record for managing and implementing volunteer programs including education and
community science.
Biological monitoring recommendations at Cape Lookout are limited to community science
efforts within intertidal habitats as we felt monitoring within subtidal kelp beds is beyond the
capacity of a volunteer program. We are enthusiastic to learn that the Oregon Kelp Alliance is
considering Cape Lookout as a focus area for its monitoring efforts. Recommended
monitoring at Cape Foulweather relies upon ongoing monitoring that ODFW does as part of
its marine reserve comparison studies as well as Audubon initiated community science
efforts.
Both proposals do acknowledge the need for regional monitoring needs that are already stated
in the Nearshore Conservation Strategy to address climate change and invasive species
concerns. The proposals note that implementation is subject to agency funding and allocation
of both agency and academic resources. It is also noted that these are long-term goals with no
expectation for near-term implementation. Acknowledging these critical concerns does not
imply a commitment but simply underscores the importance of addressing them within the
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy.
Additional clarifications include:

The Cape Lookout proposal has a letter of support from the Boy Scouts of America.
We have had extensive outreach with them and they are enthusiastic about this
proposal.

Covid has made outreach very challenging. In recent months we have had and
continue to have outreach with several charter boat operators out of Garibaldi as well
as several individuals within the Pacific City Dorymans’ fleet. We welcome their
engagement in these proposals. Nothing in our proposal restricts boat access or
anchorage but ASLC does not have the authority to guarantee access into perpetuity.

ASLC will address additional considerations noted by the working group during the
public comment period.
After reading these clarifications, ASLC hopes that the working group will reconsider its
recommendations for these two sites today at the February 26 meeting.
Respectfully,
Kent Doughty
ASLC Rocky Habitat Campaign Coordinator

Public Comment on the Oregon Territorial Sea Plan-3: Rocky Habitat Management Strategy (RHMS):
Rocky Habitat Working Group Process
by South Coast Rocky Shores Group, L. Basch, Ph.D., proposal coordinator.
Lessons Learned - Problems, Concerns, and Suggested Solutions Regarding the Rocky Habitat Working
Group (RHWG or WG) Initial Proposal Period (IPP) and Proposal Review Processes.
The purpose of this public comment is to: give perspective from a public view point by making known
problems and concerns about the WG IPP process, particularly the proposal review process; give
constructive criticism, and; suggest solutions to revise these processes, so that the WG, IPP and future
maintenance phase processes are fully functional, transparent, credible, ethical, and meaningfully involve,
respect and honor the public as cooperating partners.
The views expressed in this public comment are my own, but are undeniably widely shared by many other
Oregonians coastwide and beyond. This is indicated by other public record testimony from several public
proposing groups to the Governor and the Oregon Land Conservation and Development Commission on or
before March 18, 2021, and other’s public comments.
I appreciate the efforts of the WG as a whole, including the professionalism of the Oregon Department of
Land Conservation and Development (ODLCD) staff whose efforts support the WG and its processes.
There are problems and concerns that I and others have about the WG Rocky Habitat site designation
proposal communications and review processes and outcomes leading up to, during, and after the WG
proposal review meeting on 2/25-26/2021. Problems and concerns are based on documented facts,
observations, and well informed professional experience or opinion. Problems need to be corrected in a
timely way to ensure that going forward the WG and review process are effective, transparent, equitable,
have pre-established, uniformly applied, stable, objective standards and criteria for developing and
reviewing proposals per professional best practices, and that these processes are in the best interest of
Oregonians. I acknowledge some of these problems resulted from this being the first time the RHMS
process was implemented. Problems and suggested solutions follow in rough sequential order.
Problem/Solution 1: A revision of the RHMS was posted without public announcement on
OregonOcean.info (the website) several weeks to months after proposing groups (members of the public)
had started work on proposals. This resulted in the need to re-write considerable portions of proposal text.
This document change was the first known instance among several others throughout this process thus far,
in which the public has had to contend with a moving playing field over several months. These
unannounced changes increased the already heavy burden put on the public by the onerous proposal
process created by the WG. One proposer said they felt like they were used as a guinea pig to test run the
process, then put through a meat grinder. The suggested solutions are that the Strategy and other process
documents be drafted by a WG subcommittee of skilled writers, reviewed by those concerned, and that the
WG widely announce, then not change documents, processes, guidelines, criteria, etc. after these are
made available to the public, especially after proposers have made great efforts and spent thousands of
hours over 6 months developing proposals. Also, importantly, the WG needs to meaningfully involve the
public in the process early and often in an iterative, back -and-forth, cooperative, respectful way – The
Oregon Way.
Problem/Solution 2: The proposal form and questions were structured by the WG such that there was an
inordinate amount of unnecessary repetition in and among many questions and sections throughout the
form. Many questions were unclear about what information the WG was seeking, even after extensive
communication among several proposers and seeking answers from WG members. Proposers got
conflicting answers to the same questions from different WG members. These problems, with the stated

WG requirement that questions must be answered thoroughly to be credited by the evaluation process, led
to excessive redundancy in answers to these repeated questions and much longer proposals than would
have otherwise been necessary. This then led to an even greater burden on the public writers, and on the
members of the WG and agency review participants who were charged with reading the 12 submitted
proposals, which the public was told totaled 1300 pages.
As suggested solutions, the proposal form and questions require an extensive, carefully thought out, and
near complete overhaul and review by users to eliminate repetition and redundancy in questions, to greatly
reduce the already substantial burden on proposers and reviewers alike. Proposers should be involved in
this revision. A page limit and a < one page executive summary should be instituted. The complex nature of
proposal contents and their adequate understanding by reviewers require these changes. These suggested
solutions would be highly beneficial to the public and to all other participants at all stages of the proposal
drafting, review, and decision making process. However, an exception or “grandfather clause” needs to be
made for complete proposals submitted in the current Initial Proposal Period (IPP) that are not approved
and which may be resubmitted in the next (maintenance) review period. These IPP proposals should be
reviewed again in the maintenance phase without any changes, i.e., in the current IPP proposal format,
without requiring proposers to re-write or shoe-horn any content into a revised proposal form. This is
needed to be fair and to not add further to the publics’ burden.
Problem/Solution 3: Except for responses from DLCD, OPRD, and ODFW staff to public-initiated
communications, there has been inadequate or no communication from the WG to the public, particularly
since 12/31/2021 (the deadline for submitting proposals). In Fall 2020 members of the public requested
both individual and group communications with key agency staff, all of whom are WG members, to clarify
several questions or responses in the proposal form and obtain evaluation criteria, so that proposers could
make progress on and submit proposals by the deadline. Agency staff responded to email requests about
the proposal form and technical, management or scientific subjects in a thorough and timely manner.
Publicly requested meetings with staff were held online some weeks later. These were very helpful, and the
public greatly appreciates the knowledge, professionalism, and participation of DLCD, OPRD, and ODFW
staff involved. On critical and essential matters, particularly those regarding proposal evaluation/review
criteria and their application, the WG or staff promised proposers (an) evaluation criteria document(s). This
was posted unannounced on the website then inexplicably removed without notice. The public was not
informed by the WG at any time about any other evaluation criteria or changes to posted criteria, and
logically and reasonably shared and used the posted criteria to develop proposals in good faith and with
trust in the WG. Subsequently the WG reviewed proposals following three meetings closed to the public,
apparently using different criteria which were not shared with the public before WG initial decision making.
The WG has met several times in 2021 but as the public learned, WG meetings on at least three dates were
intentionally planned to be, and then closed to the public, in a period in which, it turns out, public input was
critical. This action was the exact opposite of what the WG needed and still needs to do: hold (a) public
meeting(s) which will allow the WG opportunities to interact cooperatively and iteratively with proposers and
other interested citizens, to allow the WG to ask questions, air any concerns, and understand proposals as
completely as possible in order to review them following professional best practices. The WG should also
invite the public to present a brief overview of their proposals, summarizing major features for the WG
before they make decisions on them.
That the WG apparently consulted with state attorneys prior to holding closed meetings suggests that the
WG knew that barring public participation was and is highly questionable. These closures helped put the
WG review process on thin ice from the publics’ perspective. It was recently learned that: members of the
public sought or are seeking legal counsel on this matter; that according to at least two attorneys with
knowledge of relevant state law, such closed meetings are very likely illegal, and; some of the public may
consider litigation. Regardless, while this overt exclusion of the public by the WG may follow the letter of the

law, it does not follow the spirit or intention of the law or ethics regarding public meetings and processes
generally. This and other lack of WG communication has led to widely shared public concerns that the
WG’s process lacks transparency, credibility, integrity, and other essential elements. As soon became
evident to many of the public viewing the WG online meeting on 25-26 February, 2021, without timely
correction of the process by the WG, including meaningful public participation, there will likely be a further
erosion or loss of trust in the WG process.
Unfortunately for all concerned, the repeated lack of communication from the WG created serious,
avoidable, incurably flawed problems with the proposal review “process” now in use. “Process” is in quotes
because successful government or private sector processes of this nature or for similar purposes are
characterized as being consistent, fair, open, ethical, adhering to pre-established, well communicated
standards, rules and criteria, and deal with proposals uniformly. The WG review process seen by the public
up to and throughout their late February meeting had few to none of these characteristics essential for
credible, successful reviews.
At this point it appears that the current process can be fixed only by the WG starting fresh, earnestly
engaging and listening to the public to cooperatively develop a process with the above characteristics, in
order to achieve the stated goals of the state’s RHMS and the public (as stated in proposals). Had the WG
provided earlier opportunities before and during the review process for public input the ensuing problems
detailed here could have been easily avoided. In particular, problems could have been prevented or solved
by inviting the public, including proposer groups, to participate in an information exchange(s) in WG
meeting(s) prior to meetings in which the WG made/makes decisions on proposals. This would allow WG
members to ask proposers questions, get clarification on proposal elements, and eliminate the observed
countless WG misunderstandings, misinterpretations or other non-fact based perceptions re: proposal
content. Such communications have been standard procedure in numerous review processes elsewhere
that conform with professional best practices based on lessons learned about previous exclusion of
stakeholders, etc.
Related, in the last few decades it has become widely known in the resource management fields (and
related literature) and in many jurisdictions in the US and internationally, that in review and decision making
processes similar to the one the WG is charged with performing, that successful processes involved the
public early and often at all appropriate stages, and that those processes with inadequate public input
typically led to failed, diminished or flawed outcomes, delays, or the need to reform and correct processes
before they could go forward to serve the public interest. Unfortunately, it appears the WG was not aware of
these prior lessons learned.
In my 40+ year career as a research scientist, resource manager, educator, consultant, and commercial
fisherman I have served local, state, federal and international government entities, educational institutions,
and in the private and non-profit sectors. I have written and reviewed hundreds of proposals or grant
applications in support of land management, land acquisition, resources management, science, and
education. Prior to the current process, all review processes I and colleagues participated in, regardless of
which side of the table we were on – proposer or reviewer -- had and methodically followed pre-established,
thoroughly vetted, consistent, objective, and well communicated proposal review criteria -- all of which are
key to advancing proposals with the highest merit and maintaining public trust in the review process. This is
essential, not an ideal. In contrast, the WG process seen by the public appears highly irregular at best. The
WG process fell short of these professional standards and best practices, resulting in deep flaws in the
existing process, serious negative impacts to the public, and to trust in the WG process.
Problem/Solution 4: RHWG proposal review and scoring meeting 25-26 February, 2021 Unfortunately, as
the public witnessed, and based on my participation in countless proposal reviews and public meetings for
similar purposes, the WG review process in this online meeting was disorganized, unclear, largely

dysfunctional, unsound, and aberrant. The morning of the meeting on February 25th was almost completely
disjointed, unproductive, wasted hours, and delayed the meeting, resulting in it being extended to the next
day for review of the last two proposals. The latter contributed to the lack of uniformity in treatment of all
proposals. The meeting and its seemingly arbitrarily made “comfort level” (per the WG) -based evaluation
process including “modified consensus” voting was highly subjective, politicized, inconsistent, and irregular.
This was imposed on the public without the opportunity for the public to comment or help make course
corrections any time before or during this meeting. The public witnessed that no clear, standardized, or
objective evaluation criteria or process was apparent or followed by the WG. This led to further confusion,
lack of organization, and chaos which appeared to frustrate some WG members.
It became clear to at least several members of the attending public that some WG members apparently had
either not completely read proposals, had not read them with the necessary attention, had forgotten or
misinterpreted parts of what they read, or did not exhibit the necessary technical or scientific background to
effectively review proposals. This was reflected in the countless inaccurate, misleading, or misinformed
statements by some WG members about many elements of several proposals. For example, many of these
misinformed statements were about proposed site support, agency capacity, enforcement or other issues,
despite the fact that these were clearly and thoroughly described in several proposals. Public observations
also suggested possible biases or questionable motives of some members.
This meeting was “facilitated” by a very nice, mild mannered gentleman. He succeeded in maintaining
civility and respect among WG members. Unfortunately, his participation contributed to confusion, lack of
focus or progress, and hours of time wasted, particularly in the day one morning session. He detracted from
the already constrained functionality of the review process. This and other problems contributed to the
meeting being derailed. Fortunately, DLCD staff stepped in, were more effective as de facto facilitators, and
were able to help in later sessions. Suggested solution: The facilitator brought on board should not be
invited back. WG meetings need to be facilitated by someone who is authoritative, experienced, familiar
with the process, its history, and the proposals, and who is not a voting WG member. The two DLCD staff
are the only individuals known who appear capable of facilitating effectively.
During this WG meeting several members thanked the public proposers for submitting proposals. While
appreciated this was soon seen by many of the public in attendance as little more than lip service. Some
WG members went ahead and without basis in fact, criticized and misrepresented several elements of
many proposals, and suggested that some proposals be resubmitted in the future. Considering the public’s
enormous efforts in proposing site designations these comments appear inconsiderate at best.
All of these and other problems or concerns are documented in the video recordings of this meeting, which
the WG support staff promised to post on the website in a timely manner. Almost six weeks later the videos
are apparently still not yet available or visible to the public on the website. The countless erroneous
statements, etc. are also documented in contemporaneous notes or audio recordings made by the public
during this meeting. The public was not allowed to correct or comment on any of the many erroneous
statements made about proposals by WG members during the meeting, resulting in decisions on proposals
being made by the WG based on erroneous information, much evident to the public. Apparently no WG
members corrected misstatements made by other members. I wrote a few comments or corrections to such
statements about some proposals I am familiar with in the chat function of this WG zoom meeting in near
real time. None were acknowledged by the WG then or since.
Problem/Solution 5: Evaluation criteria. During the above communications initiated by proposers, the public
asked multiple times how proposals will be evaluated and was informed that the WG was creating proposal
evaluation criteria. These were posted unannounced on the website weeks to months after proposers had
had to start working on proposals, effectively leaving proposers with little to nothing in the way of guidelines
and no specific indications about how proposals would be reviewed during this prolonged period. Usually

proposal evaluation criteria are vetted, established and available well before the start of such review
processes. Proposers were told by staff that there might be minor changes to the evaluation criteria but that
these would be the basis for reviewing proposals. Some proposers were not aware of the existence or
availability of criteria until informed by other proposers. Proposers used the criteria to guide their creation of
site designation proposals. Otherwise, the public would have had to proceed blindly with proposals. Not
long after the criteria were posted on the website, some proposers seeking it noted these had been
removed, with no notice or explanation from the WG. The public had to rely on these evaluation criteria to
formulate proposals and was given no indication at any time of any change in evaluation criteria. As the
public learned in the WG proposal review meeting in late February 2021, these evaluation criteria were
apparently not used at all. From what the public witnessed no criteria whatsoever were used to evaluate
proposals, and what ensued did not bring honor to the WG, the State of Oregon, or Oregonians. Suggested
solution: vet, establish and communicate effective, objective and finalized proposal evaluation criteria, as
noted above, before the start of the proposal period.
Problem/Solution 6: RHWG composition. It is clear that the working group is about twice as large as needed
to function effectively in order to produce fair, unbiased, and credible decisions based on standardized,
uniformly applied evaluation criteria. This seems like a case of “too many cooks spoil the broth.” It is highly
appropriate and necessary to have WG members representing all of the state and federal agencies that
need to be part of the process. However, it seems some of the WG seats are now filled by individuals
whose experience, professional qualifications, knowledge, or skills do not appear matched or related to the
charge of the WG as a: “technical advisory committee to conduct the review and to draft amendment
recommendations for its [OPAC’s] consideration.” Some members appear to represent special interests,
some of which are not relevant to the process, or do not reflect the public interest. For example, given that
the RHMS is stated to be a bottom up publically driven process, the need for a WG member to represent
the public at large is illogical and unjustifiable. The comportment of some WG members in and after the
meeting clearly indicated a bias against conservation of public resources as mandated in the RHMS,
thereby dismissing the strategy, the public’s role in it, and their broad support of proposals. One solution
would be to create standards and guidelines for WG membership, processes, conduct, approval, removal,
and any other elements that would improve WG structure and function.
In summary, the dysfunction in the process, e.g., witnessed by the public in the late February WG meeting,
is likely due in part to the number of WG members. This and other problems noted in these comments led
to the unfortunate conduct and outcome of this meeting. One solution is to reduce the number of working
group members, eliminating those seats without requisite qualifications or justifiable, objective relevance to
the charge or process of the WG. Members representing agencies are essential. Some technical or
scientific expertise is not adequately represented and should be added. For example, OSP or other
enforcement personnel and on the ground agency park or land managers should be represented on the
WG, to ensure enforcement and other management or operational issues are treated appropriately with
proper knowledge and authority. Individuals without demonstrated professional experience in conducting
rigorous review processes should not be on the WG unless/until they receive thorough training in proper,
professional, and ethical conduct of such reviews. Not implementing solutions would be a disservice to the
public.
Problem/Solution 7: Post RHWG meeting of February 25-26, 2021
The WG initial recommendation summaries were emailed on 3/17/21, two days after the unannounced start
of the 30 day public comment period. At least one other proposing group did not receive similar emails and
by chance happened upon the WG recommendations for their proposals on the website. In my experience,
effective public comment periods and public processes in general must be announced or advertised
beforehand, and related materials (e.g., recommendation summaries) made available from agencies
sufficiently in advance of the public comment period. The public including proposers had no advance
communication from the WG or staff about what dates and times the public comment period begins and

ends other than a brief mention to some of “tentatively April 15th”. This date was made definite in the two
emails from agency staff that I received on the evening of 3/17/21. With less than 30 days remaining in the
public comment period this did not constitute advance notice of it. This is another example of the lack of key
communication at critical points throughout the process from the working group or staff to the public.
Regarding proposal scoring and voting problems, beyond the WGs “comfort level”-based evaluation
including “modified consensus” voting that took place in their late February meeting, there are
inconsistencies within and between the two WG recommendation summaries I received. Other proposers
also noted inconsistencies in their WG recommendations. It took proposers many hours to determine how
to clarify and respond to these.
An example of inconsistencies and lack of clarity in the recommendation summary documents follows. The
WG proposal ranking system used in their initial decision making meeting in late February states: 1
= Recommend, 2 = Recommend, with considerations, 3 = Reservations, even with considerations and 4 =
Do not recommend. This had been changed without public knowledge from a previously announced
completely different ranking scheme. In the Blacklock Point site recommendation the ranking is 3.2, closer
to 4 (Do not recommend) than the 3.1 rank in the recommendation for Crook Point-Mack Reef (which is
closer to 3 -Reservations, even with considerations), yet the initial recommendation for Blacklock is:
Recommend, with considerations. In the Crook Point-Mack Reef recommendation the ranking is 3.1 (closer
to 3 - Reservations, even with considerations) than the Blacklock rank 3.2 (closer to 4 -Do not recommend)
yet the initial recommendation is: Do not recommend. These and other inconsistencies need to be resolved
by the WG, hopefully with public input. Finally, as recently as 4/07/21, three weeks into the public comment
period, when WG members were separately asked the same questions by proposers about specific parts of
the WG recommendations the WG members gave contradictory answers, further confusing and adding to
the public burden.
The WG process and timeline required proposal writers to repeatedly communicate with the public to
determine what if anything the public wants for rocky coast habitat protection and management. This took
six months and hundreds of hours, numerous online public scoping sessions, online and in person group
and individual meetings, thousands of emails, phone conversations, etc. as noted in proposals, all under
pandemic conditions and restrictions. Proposing groups took on these and other related heavy workloads,
including the essential and inseparable responsibility to faithfully, honestly, and carefully distill and
communicate the public’s expressed will and requests, all of which are inextricable from and at the core of
most required elements in the proposals submitted on the public’s behalf. This public input is a major part of
the foundation and purpose of the RHMS and proposals.
In this rocky habitat site designation proposal process the proposers and WG all work for the public.
Proposals were built based on what the public wants (not on what proposing groups might like, which is
irrelevant). Proposers are mostly volunteers -- citizen scribes, coordinators and researchers -- in service to
the public. As proposers, we do not have the authority to speak for or make proposal changes based on
WG recommendations without the public input (required by the RHMS) that is needed yet impossible to get
in the limited public comment period. The WG has made recommendations (some based on misinformation
or misperception) that proposers change several elements of proposals that contradict either the public’s
expressed interests and requests in proposals, or science-based information. A recommendation is
something that can be taken or left. Some WG recommendations concern site boundaries on shore that are
long established and based on rule or statute. We agreed with these recommendations based on the limited
input we were able to get from the public, with the belief that the majority of citizens want to comply with
legally established boundaries. With other WG recommendations our proposer group received, if we decide
not to agree on a given WG recommendation because we could not get adequate public input on it in the
comment period, we believe that this could negatively impact WG decisions on our proposals. Yet for
proposers to not to get this additional public input would in fact exclude the public from the process and

thereby constitute a willful disregard of what the public has already clearly stated in proposals that they
want. This would create a breach of trust between the public, proposers and the WG, and would not be
honest, ethical, fair or credible for proposers or WG members. Further, this is not the “Oregon Way” – a
decision-making process that strives to overcome political barriers and achieve positive results for all in a
process that is transparent, ethical, fair, objective, respectful and inclusive of all Oregonians.
It is necessary for the WG to give realistic consideration and reasonable accommodation to the ability of
proposers and the public to communicate as above with limited time, on top of normal family and work
responsibilities, and the limits and burdens put on us all by the pandemic and economic crises that require
much more of citizens’ time, energy, and effort to care for children and elders and oversee our children’s
remote education, all while the public’s capacity to focus or interact on anything other than their highest
priorities – feeding their families, keeping a roof over their heads, paying their bills, and avoiding or dealing
with sickness and death – is impacted by record unemployment, numerous health problems, stress, fear,
exhaustion, and much more related to the pandemic and recession that no one is immune from. Is this a
reasonable ask or expectation of fellow Oregonians?
As the WG and staff are aware, most of the proposing groups coastwide, who have been communicating
and cooperating since early on in proposal development, recently expressed our serious shared concerns in
public testimony to the LCDC about communications from the WG and staff to the public, and the extremely
problematic, unusual and apparently indefensible review process detailed here. As expressed to the LCDC,
proposers believe it is essential and are willing to work with the WG and staff to clarify and resolve these
problems. Proposers received a letter from DLCD in response to our LCDC testimony. We appreciate this
response because it helps to point out where some of the miscommunication is happening, which is often
half of the problem. However, “comfort level”-based voting or an empty evaluation matrix is not a rubric or
an objective review or voting system. Perhaps in acknowledgement of this, the DLCD response stated
“While it has yet to be determined, the voting method used to craft the final [WG] recommendations will be
different than the method used to craft the initial recommendations.” We hope this will be more than another
moving playing field, because the methods for review, including voting, can and must improve. The WG can
do this (hopefully with the public) before their final decision making meeting in late April 2021. While the
DLCD response does not address many problems that proposers identified, proposers are open to
cooperative resolution of these problems and concerns with the WG in an open, inclusive, and timely way.
I believe that the best and likely only way to resolve these process problems is to allow the level of public
involvement necessary to act according to the Oregon Way to achieve successful outcomes that are
acceptable to the public. The most appropriate route forward that seems obvious now is for the current
proposal review process and timeline to be corrected soon by the WG, OPAC, or the LCDC. While this may
cause some delay in decision-making on proposals, at this time I believe it is more important to fix the
process before making further decisions on proposals, including those I worked on. This reflects the Oregon
Way -- a path for all concerned to work together in good faith, and to do right by and for the public.
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bob Morrow
TSP comments
Blacklock Point - Yes to Marine Conservation Area
Thursday, April 15, 2021 9:43:18 PM

I strongly support efforts to protect Crook Point and Blacklock Point as Marine Conservation Areas.
Oregon Parks recently expanded their holdings at Blacklock Point in a land swap with Curry County.
They clearly see the benefits of expanding protections in this area. You should do the same.
Further establishing the protections on this region of the “Dark Coast” will help to maintain the
tourist economy of North Curry County while also preserving a heirloom location for our children’s
children.
Extending protections along the “Dark Coast: including Cape Blanco along with Blacklock Point is the
correct move if we truly have an eye for the future.
Thank you.
Bob Morrow
Resident
Langlois, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

hap@alumni.stanford.edu
TSP comments
Blacklock Point and Crook Point Rocky Habitats
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 12:18:53 PM

Rocky Habitat Working Group (RHWG):

I am writing to show my strong support and expectation that all current proposals
coast wide will be reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working
Group in a timely manner using objective evaluation criteria and for RHWG to
communicate effectively, early and often with the public including proposal writing
groups.
I like to think that RHWG knows and agrees that:
1. Marine Conservation Areas are not Marine Reserves. The Rocky Habitat process
is distinctly different from that for Marine Reserve in that the main focus includes
public stewardship, public education, and protection of these threatened habitats and
species into the future. Marine reserves are mainly about scientific research to inform
fisheries management. The Rocky Habitat Management Strategy created in 1994
long predates the creation of marine reserves.
2. This rocky site designation process is not a marketing campaign to popularize sites
with the public. Blacklock Point and Crook Point were chosen based on nominations
received from the public who live or work at or near the them. Both sites have a
history of being recommended by the public for conservation designations, one since
the 1970s.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Harry Freiberg
Brookings, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

rcohen@wildblue.net
TSP comments
Blacklock Pt
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 11:05:46 AM

I strongly recommend designating this beautiful and deeply loved area of the south coast. Too much of our habitat is
falling victim to an overabundance of golf courses; how many golf courses could the public possibly need? And, we
have plenty of areas with unused, abandoned or failed business buildings that could be used for additional resorts or
tourist attractions. We need to go back to the days when the state invested in our land and set aside areas for animal
habitat, for hikers wanting the experience of an untouched shoreline. We do not need to "use" all of our land for the
purpose of intrusive recreation. Please consider any designation that leaves these areas in peace.
Hiking Blacklock Point allows us to walk through a quiet coastal forest, the surge and voice of the ocean compelling
us to keep moving until we emerge out onto the Point, and there is our beautful coastline and the fury and wonder of
the Pacific Ocean. Please protect this area from future golf courses, tacky tourist stands, and "pointless" human
endeavors. Let us keep just a bit of our history and landscape safe from further intrusions. Thank you.

April 13, 2021
Re: Proposed amendments to Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Dear Members of the TSP Working Group:
As a local member of the community who works and volunteers for many marine habitat
preservation causes through my position at the Seaside Aquarium including the Marine
Mammal Stranding Network, and hosting monthly Seaside beach cleanups, I have
become aware of plans by the North Coast Rocky Habitat Coalition to amend the
Oregon Territorial Sea Plan’s Rocky Habitat Management Strategy.
The North Coast Rocky Habitat Coalition (NCRCH) stated goal is to protect coast
habitats from significant harmful human disturbances, but there is not significant
evidence that Ecola Point State Park is under duress. This point cannot be
overstated. Due to the limited beach access, very few people actually visit the intertidal
area and surrounding beach. In fact, Ecola Point State Park is a beach that I choose in
my various capacities to visit for just this reason: few people actually make it to the
intertidal areas. The only way to access the intertidal area is during negative tides; and
even then the areas are not obvious to the public, and one must hike a quarter-mile or
more to reach them. This secluded area is used primarily by local residence to fish,
clam, and crab.
By giving this secluded area a special designation I fear, and my field experience
corroborates, there is a significant chance the NCRCH will create the exact opposite
effect they intend. The designation will likely draw more attention to the area. Such
designations act like neon signs to visitors; and with limited funding available, a place
which once thrived due to limited usage will now suffer due to increased usage with no
ability to enforce regulation.
The NCRCH's proposal, however well-meaning, needs scientific studies/monitoring
proving that the area is under significant stress to prove its validity. Otherwise, it runs
the risk of negatively affecting not only the habitat itself but also the people who have
utilized the area responsibly for years.
Thank you for your time,
Tiffany Boothe

March	
  30,	
  2021	
  
	
  
Re:	
  Proposed	
  amendments	
  to	
  Rocky	
  Habitat	
  Management	
  Strategy	
  
	
  
Dear	
  Members	
  of	
  the	
  TSP	
  Working	
  Group:	
  
	
  
We’ve	
  recently	
  become	
  aware	
  of	
  proposals	
  by	
  the	
  North	
  Coast	
  Rocky	
  Habitat	
  
Coalition	
  to	
  amend	
  the	
  Oregon	
  Territorial	
  Sea	
  Plan’s	
  Rocky	
  Habitat	
  Management	
  
Strategy.	
  
	
  
We	
  don’t	
  disagree	
  with	
  the	
  North	
  Coast	
  Rocky	
  Habitat	
  Coalition	
  (NCRHC)	
  goals	
  to	
  
protect	
  coastal	
  habitat	
  from	
  significant	
  harmful	
  human	
  disturbance.	
  We	
  wonder,	
  
though,	
  if	
  the	
  threat	
  to	
  rocky	
  habitat	
  is	
  as	
  great	
  as	
  NCRHC	
  claims.	
  More	
  than	
  350,000	
  
visitors	
  may	
  well	
  have	
  come	
  to	
  Ecola	
  Point	
  State	
  Park	
  in	
  2016,	
  but	
  few	
  of	
  them	
  
venture	
  further	
  than	
  the	
  asphalted	
  viewpoint,	
  for	
  instance.	
  	
  
	
  
Parts	
  of	
  the	
  NCRHC	
  proposal	
  offer	
  significant	
  protection	
  for	
  rocky	
  habitat	
  without	
  
imposing	
  much	
  diminishment	
  of	
  recreational	
  enjoyment.	
  Prohibiting	
  unleashed	
  
dogs,	
  fireworks,	
  drones	
  and	
  kites,	
  for	
  example.	
  
	
  
Other	
  parts	
  of	
  the	
  NCRHC	
  proposal	
  impose	
  significant	
  restrictions	
  that	
  may	
  not	
  be	
  
necessary	
  and	
  that	
  dramatically	
  compromise	
  people’s	
  access,	
  a	
  keen	
  concern	
  of	
  
many	
  local	
  residents	
  who,	
  too,	
  want	
  to	
  preserve	
  rocky	
  habitat.	
  Will	
  crab,	
  razor	
  clam	
  
and	
  butter	
  clam	
  harvest	
  be	
  prohibited	
  on	
  all	
  but	
  the	
  contiguous	
  sandy	
  beach?	
  Will	
  
kayaks,	
  surfboards	
  be	
  prohibited	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  boats?	
  And	
  fishing?	
  Though	
  the	
  NCRHC	
  
proposes	
  no	
  additional	
  fish	
  harvest	
  regulations,	
  they	
  effectively	
  render	
  fishing	
  
impossible	
  by	
  prohibiting	
  climbing	
  in	
  the	
  intertidal	
  zone	
  or	
  access	
  by	
  boat.	
  
	
  
Already	
  public	
  has	
  lost	
  coastal	
  recreational	
  access	
  at	
  recently	
  established	
  Marine	
  
Reserves.	
  
	
  
Local	
  residents	
  who	
  currently	
  enjoy	
  responsible	
  public	
  access	
  to	
  Chapman	
  and	
  
Ecola	
  Points	
  risk	
  becoming	
  tourists	
  in	
  their	
  own	
  backyard	
  if	
  North	
  Coast	
  Rocky	
  
Habitat	
  Coalition’s	
  proposal	
  is	
  adopted	
  in	
  its	
  entirety.	
  
	
  
In	
  addition	
  to	
  educating	
  the	
  public	
  about	
  respectful	
  shoreline	
  behavior,	
  other	
  efforts	
  
like	
  strategic,	
  limited	
  seasonal	
  closure	
  of	
  rocky	
  intertidal	
  habitat	
  and	
  limited,	
  
permitted	
  public	
  access	
  are	
  compromises	
  that	
  should	
  allow	
  people	
  and	
  animals	
  to	
  
co-‐exist	
  successfully	
  in	
  intertidal	
  rocky	
  habitat.	
  
	
  
Thank	
  you	
  for	
  your	
  good	
  work	
  preserving	
  the	
  coast	
  we	
  cherish,	
  
	
  
Sincerely,	
  
	
  
Jon	
  Broderick	
  and	
  family	
  
Pete	
  Huddleston	
  and	
  family	
  
Peter	
  Lindsey	
  
Cannon	
  Beach,	
  OR	
  	
  

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deborah Kropf
TSP comments
Cape Blanco MRA proposal support
Thursday, March 25, 2021 12:41:31 PM

To whom it may concern~
I am writing to provide support for the Cape Blanco Marine Research Area proposal. The
ongoing scientific research conducted at Cape Blanco and elsewhere along the Oregon coast is
critical to understanding the current and future impacts of climate change on our marine
and coastal areas.
Long term research in our vulnerable coastal habitats provides insight into critical ecosystems
services provided by nearshore organisms.
Approval of this proposal, which includes closure of commercial and recreational fish harvest
and subtidal invertebrate harvest in the MRA, provides a baseline research area for
comparison between coastal habitats with diverse human uses. Ecological connectivity
between subtidal and intertidal communities is well documented and these proposed
restrictions are important to ensure the health of the subtidal communities at Cape Blanco.
The Blanco MRA does not include a large amount of subtidal area according to the proposal
boundaries, and local fishermen have indicated there would be no economic consequences
for these restrictions.
Approval of this MRA shows that the state of Oregon is committed to collaborative and
innovative solutions to marine-related research that benefit all Oregonians.
Thank you for your consideration.
Deb Kropf
Concerned Citizen
Salem, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Zechariah Meunier
TSP comments
Cape Blanco MRA Public Comment
Thursday, April 15, 2021 3:45:41 PM

Dear OPAC members,
I am writing to voice my ardent support for the designation of Cape Blanco as a Marine
Research Area under the amendments to the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. As part of
my graduate research at Oregon State University, I conduct field work at many sites along the
Oregon coast. Two of my field sites are located on the north and south ends of Cape Blanco.
The proposed Marine Research Area boundaries encompass both of these field sites and I
support this delineation. This area represents critical habitat for intertidal organisms and
vulnerable life history stages of nearshore species. In four years of work at Cape Blanco, I
have witnessed many incredible species thriving in the intertidal including river otters, harbor
seals, brown pelicans, nesting peregrine falcons, black oystercatchers, ochre sea stars, giant
green anemones, red rock crabs, and over 50 species of algae and surfgrasses. In fact, the
south end of Cape Blanco is my favorite field site because of its spectacular wildlife, relatively
pristine conditions, and unique geology with a four-way arch and fossil deposits.
Other researchers in my lab have been working at Cape Blanco for over two decades. It is a
core site in our long-term research to understand the dynamics of rocky intertidal ecosystems
and how they are affected by climate change and other stressors. I am very supportive of
applying the regulatory standards for a Marine Research Area to Cape Blanco, specifically
eliminating commercial and recreational take of invertebrates and marine aquatic vegetation as
well as requiring a permit for scientific or educational take. I hope these regulations allow
Cape Blanco to exist in its natural state for decades to come.
Thank you for your consideration,
Zechariah
_______________________________________

Zechariah Meunier
PhD Candidate, NSF Graduate Research Fellow
Department of Integrative Biology
Oregon State University

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tabea Goossen
TSP comments
Chapman Point and Ecola Point Marine Conservation Area Proposals
Thursday, April 15, 2021 7:40:57 PM

Thank you very much for reviewing the Chapman Point and Ecola Point proposals. Having
lived close to these areas for over twenty years, it is important to me that they be protected.
Walking and Climbing on Intertidal Rocks
The Rocky Habitat Working Group noted issues with “restriction on climbing/walking on
intertidal rocks”, and “Agencies cannot restrict north-south access along the Oregon Coast
(ORS 390.610), and climbing on rocks would be required for passage of this site.” To access
Crescent Beach or Ecola Beach, visitors predominantly use the sand bridge at Chapman Point
when it is available, or walk around the first Bird Rock when tides are low. When the sand
bridge and low tides are not conducive to access Crescent Beach or Ecola Beach, people use
the trail access from Ecola Road, or the trail from Ecola Park to Crescent Beach. The public is
fully utilizing these well maintained trails. None of these access points require walking on
intertidal rocks. Generally speaking, visitors can access Ecola Point at lower tides without
climbing on rocks. Visitors attempting north/south access who have to climb rocks during
higher tides are putting themselves at risk. Recently someone was rescued by helicopter after
becoming trapped in the rocks at Ecola Beach when tides prevented this person from returning
to the trail.
It is reasonable and possible to balance walking on intertidal rocks in a fashion to prevent
disruption to nesting birds, resting marine mammals, chicks in the intertidal zone before they
can fly, and creatures that live in the tide pools. We need to balance human use and ecological
use.
Wildlife Disturbance Issues
Wildlife disturbance issues at Chapman Point and Ecola Beach are significant, including
fireworks, drones, and human and dog harassment of wildlife. On July 4th last year, a group
brought cases and cases of fireworks to Crescent Beach, in close proximity to seabird nesting
sites. We listened to hours and hours of fireworks that night. People routinely fly drones by
the rocks. Dogs are too often free to harass and kill wildlife with impunity. Visitors
repeatedly harassed an injured pelican as we attempted to rescue him, requiring us to travel
quite a distance to capture him for transport to the Wildlife Center. Of seven black
oystercatcher nests last year, one nest survived, fledging two chicks. Humans are impacting
these locations.
People prefer these two areas because they are able to avoid the city, state, and federal laws
that exist but are not enforced. Haystack Rock has a higher requirement to follow current
laws. Education would help, but it’s not enough.
State Parks has told us that we should not address unlawful behavior, but it is enormously
difficult to tolerate illegal, inhumane, and unsafe acts. The wildlife, marine mammals, and the
inhabitants of tide pools are paying the price.
The shortage of sufficient labor to monitor these sites is understood, but creative solutions
need to be implemented to set standards for legal – and safe – behavior. At a minimum,
signage would be a good starting point. We are responsible for the harm we do to animals, the

environment, and other humans, and it is our responsibility to find a way to manage
enforcement. Tourism is continually increasing to these two sites, and even though
enforcement presents a challenge, we need to find a way forward.
Dog Owners
I made my annual trek to the Wooden Shoe Tulip Farm yesterday. Leashed dogs are allowed
on site, and I was struck by the reasonable behavior of dogs and the ease with which dog
owners complied with the leash requirement. No dogs jumped on me or damaged my
equipment, no dogs attacked other dogs or people, no dogs were lost, and no one was injured.
It made me wonder why dog management seemed so effective for the Wooden Shoe while
many dog owners behave differently at the beach. If a business – and, quite frankly, most of
the country - can require dog leashing, why can’t we achieve dog safety at the beach?
Our police force is perpetually required to unnecessarily manage lost dogs, and it would seem
better utilization of our law enforcement to be policemen instead of dog owner managers.
Facts regarding dog owner issues were included in the original proposal, based on my firsthand experience at Chapman Point and Ecola Beach, my years of experience as a volunteer at
the Wildlife Center, and many hours of participation in bird surveys. I am a knowledgeable
resource regarding this topic. While the facts did not carry weight with the Working Group, I
am baffled that anyone would say dogs are more important than wildlife. Both domestic and
wild animals are worthwhile, and should be able to co-exist safely.
I’ve watched the destruction of wildlife for over 20 years, and I am completely confident that I
am unable to endure witnessing the same unlawful and unsafe behavior for another 20 years.
The brutality of watching a dog destroy a defenseless chick – that can’t yet fly – as it is
foraging out on the intertidal rocks or as it is on the beach defies humanity. Seeing birds with
wings ripped off or insides hanging out of their stomachs after a dog attack, left to die slowly,
is unacceptable.
The Working Group stated that the need for dog leashing “lacks sufficient evidence for
justification, would be difficult to enforce, and may not be implementable.” Evidence was
provided in the initial proposal, both through direct experience from me and a study of the
impact of dogs on wildlife. “Difficult to enforce” – yes, it is. “May not be implementable” –
it’s time for some effective and creative solutions. Didn’t we just recently see space travel to
Mars? If we can do that, maybe it’s time for us to manage the complexity of requiring people
to leash dogs. It is time for beach SAFETY!
Tabea Goossen
Cannon Beach, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Standish McCleary
TSP comments
Chapman Point Marine Conservation Area
Thursday, April 15, 2021 1:12:10 PM

4/15/21

I am writing to comment on the proposed new Chapman Point Marine Conservation Area. My
wife and I have been Chapman Point homeowners for the last 16 years and have enjoyed
Cannon Beach for several decades. My enjoyment of the beach and ocean extends as far as I
can remember, and one of the main pleasures of my lifelong enjoyment of surfing is the
communion with and immersion in what is essentially a wilderness, the natural world. It is
partly what likely draws everyone to the beach, a dose of something wild, not man-made, a
tonic for the soul. Everyone, certainly including dogs, loves the expansive freedom of it. As a
former environmental attorney and advocate for many years I certainly support the intention
and purpose of the conservation zone. As a currently practicing psychologist I have the
following observations which might raise the likelihood of it succeeding in raising awareness
of the value and protection of wildlife.
It is my understanding now after the working group has reviewed the proposal that many of
the elements are covered by existing laws, or have feasibility issues. If there ends up being no
dog leashing recommendation after all, this may be a bit outdated, but if there were to be one,
that is in need of balance. Also the boundaries of the zone need clarification as well.
In the proposal the conservation zone boundaries, and leash boundaries, are said to be:
“From approximately 0.11 miles (0.18 km) north of the tip of Chapman Point to approximately 0.12 miles

(0.19 km) south of the tip of Chapman Point, and extending from the statutory vegetation line out to
approximately 0.23 miles (0.37 km) west into the ocean from the tip of Chapman Point. The southern
boundary lines up with the West 7th Street beach access. Please see the attached map.”
The map indicates somewhat different boundaries:
https://www.oregonocean.info/index.php/opac-documents/2020-ipp-rocky-habitat-proposals/2020-initialproposal-period/chapman-point-mca/2208-attachment-13-chapman-point-mca-map/file
The referenced statutory vegetation line is considerably east of the boundary indicated in the map. It is in
the middle of the dunes, well away from the rocks, by probably three or four hundred feet. The boundaries
depicted in the map show more proximity to the rocks, and is a more feasible eastern boundary. That would
be be far less impact on beach use. It is my understanding that the agency staff of the Rocky Habitat
Working Group has also opined that this MHW boundary appears to be sufficient to meet stated goals.
In the attachments to the proposal there is a study reciting “surveys indicate that many dog owners desire
fewer restrictions, while non-dog owners often feel the opposite. However dog owners don’t always follow
the rules, and some dog owners allow their dogs to run free in leash-only natural areas. In a Santa Barbara
study, only 21% of dogs were leashed despite posted leash requirements… People and their dogs disturb
wildlife, and people are not always aware of or willing to acknowledge the significance of their own
impacts.” This is perhaps not a surprise. Dogs, perhaps most living things, love being off leash.
An important issue in addition to what may be a desirable buffer for dog leashing near protected wildlife is
what people will actually respect and observe. Relatedly, what recommendation will community members,
frequent users, embrace and assist in educating others. Guidelines that are evidently reasonable will more

likely promote local beach user support and overall public awareness. Apparently unreasonable ones, even
if arguably more effective in ideal application, are far less likely to garner respect and observance.
The proposed conservation zone boundary and leash requirement extends north and south from the Point
0.12 miles, or 212 yards.That appears to be a very large dog buffer. It looks on the map to be around be
about 100 yards from the southernmost rocks. It would not likely readily occur to dog owners to leash up at
that great a distance, or to respond favorably to being asked to do so. Consideration of a recommendation
that is more evidently specific to usual ideas of rock proximity, recommended leashing at perhaps 10-20
feet, would serve the same purpose and likely receive more public support.
In sum, the eastern boundary of the proposed conservation zone should not be several hundred feet away
from the rocks at the statutory vegetation line, in the middle of the dunes. Normal beach use that far from
the rocks would likely continue. The southern boundary of any possible dog leashing recommendation
should be proximate to the rocks that the birds inhabit if education and observation is to be optimized. In the
absence of very much available or feasible enforcement finding a good balance for public acceptance would
seem to be the goal.
I very much appreciate all of the work of the Rocky Coast Habitat Coalition to elevate awareness of the
need to protect the wildlife we all enjoy, and do hope these efforts are influential.

Standish McCleary J.D., Ph.D.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kathryn Sheibley
TSP comments
Coast Rocky Habitat
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 2:11:01 PM

I strongly urge correction and updating of any misinformation in the initial site proposal
evaluation and certainly before the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day
comment period. Proposals should not be based on funding or capacity of agencies' support for
implementation. These proposals are important to help shape long-term efforts and goals to
improve site management. This area is an Oregon treasure and should be managed
responsibly.
Kathryn Sheibley

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

megan amberson
TSP comments
Coastal protection of rocky habitats
Thursday, April 15, 2021 1:39:21 PM

Hello,
I am writing a request that the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the
Ocean Policy Advisory Council review the 8 of the proposals that have
support and are critical to protecting our precious coastline.
Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape
Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco
MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA.
Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. It is time for the State to follow
through and protect these areas.
Oregon's coast is a precious place for the natural world that lives there and
for us as Oregonians who visit and live near the coast. We must fight for
every bit of protection to keep Oregon what it is, special and wild.
Thank you for your time and have a wonderful day,
Megan Amberson
323 337-6722

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mindy Hardwick
TSP comments
Comments for Proposed Sites Ecola Point Marine Conservation and Chapman Point Marine Conservation
Thursday, March 18, 2021 10:30:07 AM

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am writing in regard to the proposed sites: Ecola Point Marine Conservation and Chapman
Point Marine Conservation sites.
I live in the north end of Cannon Beach and know these areas very well as I walk them almost
daily. I have also been a HRAP volunteer for three seasons and served on the board of Friends
of Haystack Rock. I am an avid believer in conservation and preservation of our ocean and
shoreline in Cannon Beach. I have been a part of the Friends of the Dunes since 2014 for this
exact reason of preserving our natural habitat in which we did preserve our dunes by getting
the City Beach Council to enact a no dune grading ordinance.
However, I have some concerns I’d like to voice and be on record and to be considered as you
look at whether you will support both of these proposals.
I am not currently in favor of either one of these proposals as it stands which I will outline in
this letter.
The two areas being proposed as a protected marine garden are Chapman Point/Seal Rock area
and Ecola Point. I have linked the video that was presented to this email for specific maps of
both areas.
I live in the North End of Cannon Beach and walk Chapman Point beach daily with my dog
year-round which I have done for the last eight years. I am very familiar with Chapman Point
beach. In the summer low tides, I walk to the Ecola Point area on a regular basis.
The proposed marine gardens outlines specific rules which are being written into the proposal
and include such things as leashing dogs, needs for volunteers to monitor the area during low
tides, fishing rules and mussel collecting rules, prohibiting drones, fireworks etc. (Basically,
the same rules as Haystack Rock Marine Garden which is already a protected area in Cannon
Beach).
Besides from the issue of having to leash all dogs around both Chapman Point/Seal Rock and
Ecola Point, which I oppose for obvious personal reasons and also from a monitoring
standpoint (This is a huge off-leash dog area especially for locals who use this stretch of the
beach to avoid the crowds).
Here are my primary concerns:
First, the proposed plan seems to be the size and scope of the Haystack Rock Awareness
Program(HRAP)...especially for the Chapman Point/Seal Rock area. I am very concerned this
will pull needed resources especially money and volunteers from HRAP. HRAP often
struggles to get enough coverage and volunteers as it is during the low tide summer days.
Adding in Chapman Point/Seal Rock with needing similar amounts of resources is
concerning. Looking at that area, there would need to be at least three volunteers per shift to
surround the different Seal Rocks at low tide.
It is also concerning how volunteers would access these proposed marine garden areas as
many may find it challenging to walk from Les Shirley park where there is sometimes parking.
If you park in the north end neighborhood, you must walk up a large hill by Breakers Condos
to even get to the beach. The same is true on Seventh and N. Laurel. And while I use these

hills as my workout for the day to get to the beach, I’m not sure volunteers may feel this way,
especially those who may struggle with accessibility issues and if they need to bring necessary
supplies with them such as large billboard signs telling people it is a protected marine garden.
There is no easy access to these parts of the beach to bring this type of equipment onto the
beach.
Second, Access. Access to the Ecola site is very limited. The Ecola Point site is accessible at
the minus tides during the summer and occasionally through Indian Beach. The road leading
up to Ecola Park and Indian Beach has very little, if any parking and is already heavily used.
Oregon State Parks maintains this road. How do they see additional traffic? Do they have
resources to maintain the road and extra people coming to visit? Indian Beach is frequently
full during the summer so again no access to the Ecola site without parking on the shoulders of
the Ecola Road and walking from Crescent Beach—and that is also dependent on the tide.
Access to Chapman Point/Seal Rock. There is no parking like what is at Haystack Rock for
the Chapman Point area. There is some parking at Seventh Street but it is often full early in the
day by the surfers who use Chapman Point beach. Any other parking by visitors wishing to
visit a marine garden at Chapman Point will be in the north end streets which are occupied by
local people.
One of the reasons there are so many locals in the north end is because it's not midtown
Cannon Beach where the tourists go. My cottage real estate listing when I bought it in 2013
said, “located in the quiet north end.” A marine garden will draw more people and traffic into
the north end streets which are primarily gravel. We saw this during this past COVID 19
summer as the Chamber recommended people go to Chapman Point beach to get away from
the crowds. Our streets became overfilled with parking issues especially on Larch and Seventh
street.
Chapman Point beach is also used by surfers specifically in the area which is being designated
a marine garden. I assume this would be off limits to them or with restrictions? And if so,
have any of the surfer communities been given this information? What is their response?
Third, Restrooms. Les Shirley park with one public restroom is the only restroom available in
the north end. This summer we saw a huge amount of human waste and fecal matter on
Chapman Point beaches and dunes. People also use the Porta potties in the north end
neighborhoods which belong to the companies who are building in the area. I had a Porta potty
across from my house and we put in a blow-up reindeer with a sign tacked to the outside
telling people not to use it. This didn’t deter people from using it. They just tossed the blow-up
reindeer on the ground and did their business.
By designating these two sites as protected marine gardens it will draw more people into an
area with limited parking available and one limited public restroom at Les Shirley park.
Ironically, although we may protect that area of shoreline and ocean, we are increasing other
problems, problems which the city will have to deal with in terms of trash, human waste and
parking. Does the city of Cannon Beach have adequate police staffing to handle this if it were
to occur? Have they weighed in on this proposal?
Haystack Rock has a public parking lot across the street from the beach access. That is not an
option for Chapman Point/Seal Rock areas.

This proposal for both sites was developed primarily by people who do not live in this area of
Cannon Beach--many live in Portland or other parts of the coast and had only visited this area
a handful of times.
My other concern is there was not adequate time given to public hearings on this matter.
While there were one or two presentations given to the City of Cannon Beach council, where
were the public meetings? We were in the middle of COVID 19 shut downs and a few Zoom
presentations were given, but again, where were the Cannon Beach voices of the stakeholders
involved in this project? A good majority of what I saw was on Facebook as if it was a
popularity contest to support this project.
Again, I am a strong proponent for marine and shore conservation, however, not these
proposals due to the concerns expressed above.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Mindy Hardwick
580 N Laurel
Cannon Beach, OR 97110
Mailing Address: P.O Box 1391, Cannon Beach, OR. 97110

-Mindy Hardwick, Author and Educator
www.mindyhardwick.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Graham Klag
TSP comments
Comments for Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Thursday, April 15, 2021 11:31:40 PM

Thank you for this opportunity to comment,
Please accept my comments to specifically support Marine Conservation Area designations for
Crook Point/Mack Reef and Blacklock Point, Ecola Point and Chapman Point, Roads End and
Fogarty Creek. These are some of the Oregon Coast's most prized pedestrian ecological assets
and if conserved can provide the scientific resources for the future of sustainable development
for the diversity of all life on our coast.
Respectfully, Graham Klag

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

carol mockridge
TSP comments
Comments for Roxy Habitat Management Strategy
Thursday, April 15, 2021 9:26:42 AM

Rogue Valey Audubon Society has worked with other Audubon chapters to support the
process of updating the 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. Rogue Valley Audubon
recommends strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear longterm goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA,
Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point
MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were
recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
We also agree with the following;

Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the
initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the
public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon
as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the
30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape
long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly
states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
Sincerely,
Carol Mockridge, President
Rogue Valley Audubon Society

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Linda Magnuson
TSP comments
Comments on protecting coast
Sunday, April 11, 2021 11:46:06 AM

Please ask the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council
to do the following:
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the
initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the
public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as
possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help
shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky
habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or
capacity concerns.
We recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear
long-term goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point
MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six
of these sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky
Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
If you have a personal connection with any of these sites, please include any
testimonials or stories to make your case compelling.
In the future, we recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is
similar to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other
state or federal agency public proposal processes. Objective evaluation
processes are essential to any state-run public proposal process and would
minimize much of the politicization of the process that has emerged.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Maxine Centala
TSP comments
Comments on Rocky Habitat Management
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 8:22:02 PM

I strongly support a Marine Conservation Area for Seal Rock. This area is of special
value for its diversity of marine organisms and nesting birds. It is greatly in need of
protection. I live nearby and have watched it being overused in the past 20 years. It is
a great place for people to learn about the coast but it should be better protected for
the sake of all the creatures who inhabit the rocky shores. Thank you.
Maxine Centala
PO Box 375
Seal Rock, OR 97376

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ali Berman
TSP comments
Comments on rocky habitat proposals
Thursday, April 15, 2021 8:30:56 AM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group,
I care deeply about Oregon's rocky habitat. In fact, I plan all my spring
vacations to the coast around the low tide so I can go and photograph the
incredible intertidal marine life - nudibranchs, chitons, sea stars,
anemones, and so much more. I am deeply concerned that you are not
taking the proposals that would protect eight vital habitats along the coast
seriously and not using an objective evaluation rubric to make these
important decisions. The eight proposals (Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point
MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA)
that were submitted to you were deep, had community input, concrete
science, and were community led - just like you asked for. I stand with
Portland Audubon asking for the following when you make the final
decision on which proposals to advance:
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information
in the initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently
available for the public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected
and updated as soon as possible and prior to the working groups reevaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of
agencies’ programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were
meant to help shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site
management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot
be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
We recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have
gotten significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and
include clear long-term goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point
MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA,
Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook
Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for
designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so
now is time for the State to follow through.
If you have a personal connection with any of these sites, please include

any testimonials or stories to make your case compelling.
In the future, we recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that
is similar to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas
from other state or federal agency public proposal processes. Objective
evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public proposal process
and would minimize much of the politicization of the process that has
emerged.
Best,
Ali Berman
Portland, Oregon
-www.aliberman.com

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Sue McGrath
TSP comments
Margaret Treadwell
Comments on Rocky Habitat Proposals
Tuesday, April 13, 2021 1:04:24 PM

Re: Ecola Point and Chapman Point Restriction of off-leash dogs and walking and climbing on
intertidal rocks
Dear Working Group,
I urge you to retain the recommendation to restrict off-leash dogs.
I understand that enforcement may be a challenge. However, given the disturbance off-leash
dogs cause to sensitive ecological areas I believe it is imperative to retain that restriction. Most
people are responsible dog owners and will understand the reasons for the restriction and
comply, just as most dog owners pick up their pet's waste. It is important to establish the
appropriate guidelines.
Additionally, I urge you to retain restrictions on walking and climbing on intertidal rocks
in areas of ecological importance. Without these protections, how do we protect intertidal
animals that live on the rocks?
I understand that current prohibitions on wildlife disturbance have proven ineffective without
enforcement. The problem is not the restrictions. The problem is lack of stewardship. I am not
sure what the solution is, but failure to establish reasonable and appropriate restrictions to
protect the sensitive areas is definitely NOT the solution. Most people will follow the rules
and be respectful.
Sincerely,
Sue McGrath
Manzanita, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

carol moore
TSP comments
Comments re: Protection of Rocky Habitats on the Oregon Coast
Thursday, April 8, 2021 10:15:37 AM

Greetings,
I am writing to provide my comments to the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory
Council regarding the protection of rocky habitats on the Oregon Coast. Firstly, I ask that you please work
with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site proposal evaluation
summaries currently available for the public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and
updated as soon as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day
comment period.
Secondly, I ask that you please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term efforts and
goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be
rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.

Finally, I urge your strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant stakeholder
and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and objectives. This includes:
Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point
MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were
recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for
the State to follow through.
In the future, I would hope that the DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to other state
agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or federal agency public proposal
processes. Objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public proposal process and
would minimize much of the politicization of the process that has emerged.
Sincerely,
Carol Moore
Beaverton, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bob Rees
TSP comments
Comments
Monday, April 5, 2021 7:26:47 PM

Dear Members of the Rocky Habitat Working Group,
First of all, we’d like to thank you for your work evaluating the proposals for further
protections for the rocky habitat protection proposals for the Champan and Ecola
Point areas on the north Oregon Coast.
We understand there are many dynamics at play when it comes to balancing
recreational opportunity and ecological integrity. There are so few places in our
sensitive nearshore where humans and ocean sea life can interact so we wish to
respect that, but it’s also imperative that users are regulated and educated as to the
sensitive nature that these fragile ocean ecosystems try to survive in. Unfortunately,
that often means regulations to restrict historical access to these sites but are
necessary to keep these areas safe from harm for future generations to enjoy.
We are appreciative of the agreement on restricting intertidal invertebrate harvest but
are concerned about the omission of proposed restrictions that allow dogs to wander
off the leash in these sensitive areas. We strongly urge the working group to adopt
these recommendations. It’s a simple ask that shouldn’t be burdensome for those that
wish to enjoy these intertidal treasures along with their canines. There are plenty of
nearby locations where dogs enjoy leash free beaches, this shouldn’t be one of them.
Furthermore, visitors can enjoy these intertidal areas without trampling the sensitive
species that live here. We urge the working group to utilize the mandate to balance
site use with ecological protections by retaining restrictions on walking and climbing on
intertidal rocks in these small areas of ecological importance.
Finally, there is a real need to consider innovative solutions to addressing the wildlife
disturbance issues on the area. If there’s little to no enforcement on these activities in
the area, additional, well signed restrictions should STRONGLY be considered to curb
the disturbance to wildlife.
Thank you again for your consideration to further protecting Oregon’s valuable
intertidal areas. They are a treasure for all to enjoy, but not to damage for future
generations of Oregonians.
In Gratitude,
Bob Rees, Executive Director

NW Guides and Anglers Association
P.O. Box 3208
Clackamas, OR 97015
(503) 812-9036

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lynn Herring
TSP comments
Draft Rocky Habitat Management Strategy with Site Proposals
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 4:35:17 PM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council,
I write in strong support of the following eight proposals that would help protect critical rocky
habitats for marine life along the Oregon coast and that have significant stakeholder and
community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and objectives:
Ecola Point Marine Conservation Area
Chapman Point Marine Conservation Area
Cape Lookout Marine Conservation Area
Cape Foulweather Marine Conservation Area
Coquille Point Marine Garden
Blacklock Point Marine Conservation Area
Cape Blanco Marine Reserve Area
Crook Point/Mack Reef Marine Conservation Area
The proposals are meant to inform and shape long-term protection efforts and goals to
improve site management and should be allowed to go forward. Especially for those reasons,
please do not reject any of the proposals based on funding or capacity concerns.  
It is critical that the Department of Land and Conservation Development incorporate objective
evaluation in this process. Do work with the site proposers to clarify any perceived
misrepresented information in the site proposal evaluation summaries available for public
review.
This is your and our watch. In this time of accelerating climate change and additional humancaused environmental degradation, let's protect and manage these rich marine biologically
diverse areas now -- vital habitat for marine life like nesting seabirds (over one million colonial
nesters in Oregon), kelp forests and seagrass beds, marine mammal haul-out sites, spawning
areas for juvenile fish, and thousands of invertebrate intertidal species.
For the protection and conservation of Oregon's rocky habitats and precious marine life!
Lynn Herring
lynnhe@outlook.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Margaret Stephens
TSP comments
Draft Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Thursday, April 8, 2021 10:12:56 AM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I am writing about the strategy being considered for preservation of Oregon's coastal
rocky habitats.
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial
site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to
review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as possible and
prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment
period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape
long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan
clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity
concerns.
I recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear longterm goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA,
Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point
MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were
recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cheryl T. Conway
TSP comments
Ecola Point and Chapman Point
Saturday, April 3, 2021 12:47:22 PM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group,
Thank you all for the long hours of dedicated work you are doing to protect our rocky
marine habitat. These areas are vulnerable and may not be recoverable once lost.
I support your inclusion of both Ecola Point and Chapman Point as protected habitat. I
ask that you include a leash requirement for dogs so they don't harass the birds in
these locations. Dog owners have other areas nearby to allow the dogs to roam
freely. I also ask you restrict harvesting along the original guidelines submitted by the
North Coast Rocky Habitat Coalition. This group has educated and collected data
from concerned citizens over the last months. Their recommendations are sciencebased. Lastly, I ask that you ban foot traffic on the intertidal zones. I have seen firsthand how tourists inadvertently destroy marine habitat and do not want to see more
of that occur in these areas.
What we don't protect today will be gone so quickly. Thank you for protecting Ecola
Point and Chapman Point as well as other rocky habitats along our Oregon coast.
Cheryl Conway
1006 Grand Ave
Astoria, OR 97103

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Moses, Michael
TSP comments
FW: Chapman Point
Wednesday, April 7, 2021 12:23:45 PM

(Michael) Moses
Rocky Shores Coordinator | Oregon Coastal Management Program
Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development
635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150 | Salem, OR 97301-2540
Cell: 971-332-0946 | Main: 503-373-0050
michael.moses@state.or.us | www.oregon.gov/LCD
*Due to the COVID-19 national health emergency, I am currently telecommuting.
Please be aware that this may cause delays in response.

From: Jeffry Gottfried [mailto:jeff@gottfried.net]
Sent: Monday, April 5, 2021 8:43 AM
To: Moses, Michael
Subject: Chapman Point

Dear Mr Moses,
My family has owned a home overlooking Chapman Beach for over 80 years. My daughters
were married on the Beach near Chapman Point. When I walk from our house to Chapman
Point each day I kiss the rock multiple times in memory of family and friends who once
walked there with me. As a biologist/naturalist/amateur geologist, a value Chapman Point .
I see the current campaign to restrict the public from various potential action regarding
Chapman Point as an unnecessary “tempest in a tea pot by well meaning people with too much
time on their hands. In all of my
years of visiting Chapman Point, there have only been a few times that I’ve observed people
harvesting mussels. This is a non-issue at this time, an issue that if It should occur can be
addressed by collecting limits set by Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.
The issue of dogs and nesting birds is also a non problem as far as I can see. Chapman Point
has not been a major nesting place since nearby offshore rocks provide much more protection
to birds. If the petitioners for increased rules and restrictions got up early enough, they would
see coyotes hunting and gathering on Chapnan Beach. If any nesting bird is able to survive
coyotes, they can survive dogs.
The effort to restrict access to Chapman Point is a solution in search of a problem. My only
reservation might be the issue of naive people who easily climb up Chapman Point and then
require rescue or even die getting down.
I urge you to leave things as they are.
Best wishes,
Jeffry Gottfried, PhD
503-750-2416

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ian Elstrom
TSP comments
Fwd: Rocky Habitat Management Strategy comments
Wednesday, April 7, 2021 8:10:16 AM

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Ian Elstrom <ianelstrom@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, Apr 7, 2021 at 8:05 AM
Subject: Rocky Habitat Management Strategy comments
To: <tspcomments@state.or.us>
Dear Sirs, I am a freediver/spearfisherman/surfer that regularly uses Oregon's rocky shores. I
am a bit concerned about some of the proposed changes to sections of the shoreline that I
regularly use:
Cape Lookout Marine Conservation Area - I currently spearfish here and would like to be
allowed to cull purple sea urchins to protect the kelp forests
Fogarty Creek Marine Conservation Area - I would like to be allowed to fish here and cull
purple sea urchins to protect the kelp forests
Seal Rock Marine Conservation Area - I would like to be allowed to fish here and cull purple
sea urchins to protect the kelp forests
Coquille Point Marine Garden/Education Area - I would like to be allowed to fish here and
cull purple sea urchins to protect the kelp forests
Cape Blanco Marine Research Area - I would like to be allowed to fish here and cull purple
sea urchins to protect the kelp forests

-Ian Elstrom
(805)300-4407
-Ian Elstrom
(805)300-4407

Garibaldi Charters Deep Sea Fishing
PO Box 556 Garibaldi, OR 97118
(503) 322-0007 (800) 900-HOOK
fishon@garibaldicharters.com
www.GaribaldiCharters.com
3/24/21

Public Comment on proposals to be reviewed by Rocky Shores Working Group

To Whom It May Concern:
As a third generation charter captain and co-owner of Garibaldi Charters, I’d like to express my
reservations about the proposal to create a Marine Conservation Area around Cape Lookout. In short, I
am concerned that it may affect our access to safe anchorage, fishing, and diving areas within 200m of
Cape Lookout.
While the proposal assures that the intention is not to exclude vessels from this area, there is no valid
reason for the boundary to extend that far into the ocean. Waters are navigable almost right up to the
wall of the cape, and it is used responsibly by recreational and commercial fisherman alike. The distance
from ports both to the North and the South render Cape Lookout one of the lesser frequented sites for
fishing and diving, but it is important to our fleet that we be able to access it nonetheless.
There has never (to my knowledge) been a documented case of a boater disturbing wildlife on or around
Cape Lookout, and there is no need to put restrictions into place now that could possibly turn into a
closure to boats at some time in the future (R14). Our ocean and our coastal home is being
“designated” away from us one small piece at a time.
As admitted by the proposal and reinforced by many locals who actually use the area, the Rocky Shores
portion of Cape Lookout is extremely difficult to access, period. This site does not need protection, and
state agencies certainly do not need more on their plate and more expenses just so people can pat
themselves on the back about Cape Lookout being an officially “protected” area. Please let it remain
one of the truly wild and free places that adventurous Oregonians can access without countless rules,
regulations, designations and management surrounding it. Please deny the proposal for an MCA
designation of this site. Save the designation for a site that actually needs it.
As always, feel free to contact me with questions.

Sincerely,
Tamara Mautner
Garibaldi Charters

607 Garibaldi Ave

fishon@garibaldicharters.com

www.GaribaldiCharters.com

ph. 503-322-0007

Garibaldi Charters Deep Sea Fishing
PO Box 556 Garibaldi, OR 97118
(503) 322-0007 (800) 900-HOOK
fishon@garibaldicharters.com
www.GaribaldiCharters.com

3/24/21

Public Comment on proposals to be reviewed by Rocky Shores Working Group

To Whom It May Concern:
As a fisherman, a third generation charter captain and co-owner of Garibaldi Charters, I’d like to express
my reservations about the proposal to create a Marine Conservation Area around Chapman Point and
Ecola Point.
Let me start by saying that I appreciate very much the outreach from the agency proposing this area.
They contacted me multiple times to talk through the boundaries and ask if those would impact our
fleet’s fishing areas. They also asked for contact information of other possibly affected fishermen and
crabbers. I respect that outreach and thank them for it.
As discussed with the agency proposing these MCAs, the proposed designation would not impact access
to our current normal fishing grounds. I still do not support it. I do not support a Rocky Shores proposal
that requires a 500’ buffer for vessels, when it is meant to protect the shore and the tidal zone. There is
already a law in place that prevents boaters (and people in general) from harassing wildlife. In the
proposal itself, it is noted that fishing in this area is infrequent both from land and sea, and that there is
no discernable impact from fishing. If there is no impact, there should be no need to restrict the area
around these rocks.
It should also be noted that while “no change to harvest” is requested in this proposal, banning people
from climbing or walking on the rocks would very likely impact the few shore fishermen who use this
area. If you can’t access it, you can’t fish it.
As an Oregonian born and raised on the North Coast, I appreciate that people are concerned about overuse in certain areas. However, I support more signage and education via volunteer programs, not more
laws and restrictions. Please don’t take our coast away from us one rock at a time by piling on needless
restrictions and designations.
As always, feel free to contact me with questions.
Sincerely,
Tamara Mautner
Garibaldi Charters
607 Garibaldi Ave

fishon@garibaldicharters.com

www.GaribaldiCharters.com

ph. 503-322-0007

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group,

April 6, 2021

I would like to ask the Working Group to consider placing restrictions on off-leash dogs. I understand
that this can present enforcement challenges, but I believe that simply having posted and publicized
restrictions would help reduce the number of dogs off-leash, even if it is impossible to enforce. The
residents of Cannon Beach and those that want to protect the birds can ask people to put their dogs on
leashes and point out these restrictions if they are publicized and posted.
I hope you will also restrict walking and climbing on intertidal rocks in these areas. This intertidal zone is
such a small slice of the rocks and yet so important to the ecosystem. It can be quickly damaged by
human footprints. I believe we can still enjoy these intertidal areas without harming wildlife.
Finally, I would like the Working Group to consider how to handle ongoing wildlife disturbances. Cannon
Beach has a small police staff and cannot be expected to handle each and every violation when it is
reported. This is witnessed every year on the 4th of July when people set off fireworks, it’s reported, the
police arrive when the fireworks are over, and then as soon as they leave the fireworks start again. 2020
was the worst year of the last five years with hundreds of large-scale fireworks going up and down the
beach while the murres and seagulls on the Bird Rocks were panicking. Drones are also becoming more
popular with people hoping to capture the perfect experience and photos, without considering their
impact on the wildlife. It seems to be that the beach is being loved to death as our global population
grows.
These types of restrictions would help us establish and maintain our bird population in and around the
“Bird Rocks”.
Thank you for all your work on this. I applaud you for taking the time and energy to protect our wildlife.

Ireta Sitts Graube
(I lived full time at Breakers Point for 10 years and still have a place there)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jan Hodder
TSPComments@state.or.us
Comment on Crook Point, Blacklock Point and Coquille Point designation
Monday, March 29, 2021 3:36:21 PM

I strongly support the findings and conclusions of the rocky shores habitat working group for the Crook Point/ Mack
Arch and Blacklock Point and Coquille Point designations.
I am very familiar with these areas and share the working groups comments that it is unlikely that a long term,
effective volunteer effort for education is viable at Crook Point or Blacklock Point and thus a special designation
will only highlight the area and encourage increased visitation that will have a negative impact on coastal resources.
I am particularly concerned about increasing the visibility of Crook Point, an area that I know well having
conducted research there in the 1980’s. Saddle Rock, a nesting seabird colony and therefore subject to human
disturbance, is accessible by climbing the rock at low tide. A single unauthorized human intrusion has the potential
to disrupt that year’s nesting season. The adjacent mainland cliffs, part of the USFWS refuge also not open to the
public, consist of a fragile coastal plant community on easily erodible soil. The service is currently undertaking
extensive restoration of these plant communities and any increased visitation is likely to impede their efforts.
I strongly support the designation of an education area at Coquille Point. I have provided docent training for the
SEA volunteers over the past ~20 years so I am familiar with their activities in this area. They are well prepared to
continue to provide education and stewardship actions. The USFWS has also invested in the upland region here by
building trails and educational signage appropriate for support of the education designation.
Jan Hodder
5412970664

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William harris
TSP comments
I support Marine Conservation Area Designation
Friday, April 2, 2021 10:33:23 AM

Dear friends at the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I'm very concerned that these important sites be protected.
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and
Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas
of special value, and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about
their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be
reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using
objective evaluation criteria.

Thank you for your action to keep these areas as safe as possible for the long term.
sending my best,
William Harris
253-735-2215 direct
Broker, AgencyOne
Real Estate

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Victoria M
TSP comments
In favor of Rocky Habitat Proposals
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 4:35:42 PM

To whom it may concern, As a resident on the Oregon Coast in Lincoln City, I frequent our shores almost every day.
I am involved in several programs that protect our marine life and shores such as being a coast watch mile person
for mile 244 and the COASST beached bird citizen science project for north Roads End State Park. I am keenly
aware of the need to further protect our coast and marine life in meaningful ways. Because of my concern, I set out
to read many of the Rocky habitat Proposals. After careful consideration I have decided to recommend all the Rocky
Habitat Proposals. I do prefer the ones that advocate for real protections with harvest restrictions. I do not agree with
the proposals that are more generic and that are basically someones “viewpoints” with educational opportunities.
However, because of the immediate need to reduce the footprint on our shores because of increased population and
climate change that are leading to habitat and marine life degradation, I am of the mind that anything is better than
nothing to protect life on the Oregon Coast.
Thank you,
Victoria McOmie
6451 NE Port Drive
Lincoln City, OR 97367

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judith Huck
TSP comments
In support of MCA for Ecola Point and Chapman Point
Sunday, April 4, 2021 12:26:44 PM

“To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
We strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Ecola Point and Chapman Point
under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value,
and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about their value
before they are loved to death. We also urge that all current proposals coastwide be reviewed
fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using objective
evaluation criteria.”
Thank you for your consideration,

Judith & Joe Huck
2885 Mill Pond Ln.
Astoria 97103
503-936-6661

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Kerr
TSP comments
Letter concerning Ecola Point and Chapman Point proposals
Tuesday, April 13, 2021 9:50:50 AM

I am writing to show support for the proposals for Ecola Point and Chapman Point to be designated Marine
Conservation Areas. To that end, I am asking the Working Group to make recommendations that support restriction
on off leash dogs and climbing.
There are more and more people flocking to the Oregon Coast. The Chapman Point and Ecola Point areas used to
be relatively unknown and lightly trafficked. This is changing rapidly. I want to say that I am a dog lover. I have
always
had dogs and love having them run loose on the beach. However, I believe that the restrictions on off-leash dogs in
this area are necessary to protect the fragile ecosystem. There are miles of beaches for dogs to run free. All of
Cannon Beach
with the exception of the Haystack Rock Marine Garden operates as a dog park! I have seen dogs chasing seabirds,
running onto the rocks, barking at seals and elk. Much as I love them, I think it is important to have some
areas off-limits to dogs. I do not understand the entitled attitude of people who insist that their dogs should run
“free” in all areas and under all circumstances. These restrictions are necessary.
I also would like to see restrictions on climbing and walking on the intertidal rocks. I know from many years as a
volunteer and a staff member of the Haystack Rock Awareness Program, the damage that can occur to intertidal life
by
lack of enforcement and lack of any rules. Restrictions that promote the greater good are not restrictions at all, but a
means to permitting more people to enjoy and learn about the natural environment of these areas before they are
trampled and run into oblivion.
You are in a position to act—to protect—to save. I hope you will take that seriously and promote protection.
Thank you,
Lisa Kerr
Full time resident of Cannon Beach, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ireta Graube
TSP comments
Letter of support
Thursday, April 15, 2021 6:44:01 PM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group,                                                                        April 15, 2021
I would like to ask the Working Group to consider placing restrictions on off-leash dogs. I think posted and
publicized restrictions would help reduce the number of dogs disturbing wildlife even if it is difficult to enforce. The
residents of Cannon Beach and those that want to protect the birds can ask people to put their dogs on leashes and
point out these restrictions if they are publicized and posted.
I hope you will also restrict walking and climbing on intertidal rocks in these areas. There are many other places to
enjoy rock climbing but the beach is not a safe place nor a “damage free” activity. We can enjoy these areas by
observing them but not climbing on them.
Finally, I would like the Working Group to consider how to handle ongoing wildlife disturbances. With drones,
fireworks and general disregard of current regulations, having a protected area could help people take these
restrictions seriously, which would help us maintain our bird population in and around the “Bird Rocks.”
Thank you for all your work on this. I applaud you for taking the time and energy to protect our wildlife.
Ireta Sitts Graube
(I lived full time at Breakers Point for 10 years and still have a place there)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Slavin
TSP comments
Letter to Rocky Habitat Working Group
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 1:05:13 PM

April 14, 2021
Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group,
Thank you for recommending the proposals for Ecola Point and Chapman Point on restricting
intertidal invertebrate harvest. As a longtime coastal resident, I saw firsthand the damage harvesting
caused communities of mollusks and other invertebrates. The bare spots on the host rocks were
painful reminders of the delicacy of our coastal ecosystems, which are our responsibility to protect.
For that above named reason, I also ask you to reconsider the request about off-leash dog restrictions
and human interaction of walking and climbing intertidal rocks at Ecola and Chapman points.
Human and canine feet cause the same kinds of damage to invertebrates as done by harvest, with
additional likelihood of unrestricted dog activity to stress, maim, or kill birds and other marine
mammals.
The solution to enforcement concerns begins with the tone that you, as a working group, could set by
retaining the recommended restrictions. I was a long-time dog-owner and dog-walker at the beach,
and it wasn’t hard to allow my dog to run free at less vulnerable or critical sites. Signs helped, as did
other people who cared about our environment. But if the leaders of the community like you are
clearly supportive of these important restrictions, more citizens will help enforce them, recognizing
stewardship for our coastal communities is all our responsibility. Social influence is a real motivator,
and so if you do not support those restrictions, more damage will be done to Ecola and Chapman
Points, but if you do support them, more people will feel empowered to jump in and hold each other
(and our dogs) accountable.
Again, I appreciate your work up to this point. I know there are a lot of voices calling out, so I
appreciate the time you’ve taken to consider mine.
Sincerely,
Nancy Slavin
njs@nancyslavin.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debra Schlenoff
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Area (MCA) designations for the two proposed areas: The Cape Foulweather Complex, and
Cape Lookout.
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 12:03:01 PM

Hello,
I am writing on behalf of the Lane County Audubon Society. Our members take
a keen interest in birding and habitat protection for wildlife. Much of the
birding activities that are posted on our Lane Birders e-list involve coastal
destinations.
We urge you to designate The Cape Foulweather Complex, and Cape Lookout
as Marine Conservation Areas (MCA). These areas are rich in habitat for birds
and other wildlife. They provide opportunity for bird watching and other nature
activities as well as opportunities to learn about this important ecosystem. They
provide habitat for a diversity of biological organisms and positioned to be well
monitored and accessible.
Thank you for an opportunity to comment.
Debbie Schlenoff, Ph.D.
Conservation Chair
Lane County Audubon Society

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Martin Robbins
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Area Designation
Thursday, April 8, 2021 11:54:32 AM

“To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Ecola Point and Chapman Point
under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value,
and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about their value
before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly
and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using objective evaluation
criteria.”
Thank you for your consideration.
Martin & Carolyn Robbins
36373 River Point Drive
Astoria, OR 97103

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dave Miller
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Area designation
Thursday, April 15, 2021 4:12:24 PM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Cape
Foulweather, Crook Point-Mack Reef and Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky
Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value, and it is
important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about their value
before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be
reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely
way, using objective evaluation criteria.
Cape Foulweather in particular is of special importance to me. I consider it to be the
most beautiful place on the planet. I grew up in Newport 1968-1985 and visited Cape
Foulweather often. The landscape, flora and fauna are very unique, spectacular, and
fragile. Visitation to the headlands on unofficial trails increased steadily over the
years, and now those trails and meadow sites have experienced a significant amount
of soil erosion which will take decades or centuries to rebuild. Please protect this
area as habitat for native flora and fauna, and for enrichment by future generations of
people who volunteer to keep it as it has always been.
Here are a few photos of the area circa
2007: https://photos.app.goo.gl/Zy4u11RuCvFXif2U9
Regards,
Dave Miller
Camas, Washington
(but originally from Newport)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sandy Joos
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Area designations on the Oregon Coast
Sunday, April 11, 2021 8:46:13 AM

As a long-time Oregon resident who has seen the changes wrought by climate change and
growing population pressure over the last 4 decades, I am writing to support the Audubon
Society of Lincoln City’s proposals for two areas: the Cape Lookout Marine Conservation
Area and the Cape Foulweather Complex Marine Conservation Area.

Marine Conservation Area (MCA) designations for these two areas will conserve these
relatively intact ecosystems that have high ecological value The MCA designation will not
change commercial and recreational fish harvest regulations, boat access, or anchorage.

Please act to ensure these areas are preserved in perpetuity. By doing so advocacy groups and
agencies will be positioned to launch ongoing sewardship programs to monitor these fragile
ecosysems as well as provide valuable educational opportunities to the public.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sandra Joos
4259 SW Patrick Pl
Portland, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Deb B/Gary N
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Areas
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 10:54:24 AM

I am writing to support designation of Blacklock Point and Crook Point-Mack Reef as “marine
conservation areas” in Oregon’s Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These two areas have
outstanding values for marine life that warrant a high level of protection to assure they will be
conserved into the future. We moved to the Oregon Coast 12 years ago, and Blacklock
quickly became one of our favorite destinations. We don't get to Crook Point as often, but it
also is a very special place, and both areas deserve to be designated as marine conservation
areas.  
Please protect them!
Thank you,
Deborah Buitron
Gary Nuechterlein
Emily Nuechterlein
Port Orford, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mike Mueller
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Areas
Tuesday, April 13, 2021 8:40:34 AM

A designation of Marine Conservation Area does not necessarily shine a spotlight on unknown
places. The Oregon coast has few secret places spots anymore and we will be smarter to think
ahead and plan for increased human activity before it is too late.
Thank You!
Mike Mueller
Volunteer

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brent Lerwill
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Areas
Tuesday, March 23, 2021 7:26:34 AM

I support Marine Conservation Area designations proposed for Crook Point and
Blacklock Point to help balance protection and human use for future generations.
These habitats support diverse species, and are critical for Oregon's recreation,
commercial fisheries and tourism economy.
Brent Lerwill, Charleston, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

pcwolter@comcast.net
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Areas
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 7:30:40 PM

Working Group Members,
I am writing in support of designating Blacklock Point and Crook Point-Mack Reef as Marine
Conservation Areas.
Pressures on rocky shore habitats, from ocean warming and ocean-loving Oregonians and
recreational visitors, need to be made known to the public, so they, in turn, can support the
efforts of agencies and advocacy groups to manage and conserve these essential habitats. The
recommendations for educational activities in the draft is a great framework to that end.
Yours truly,
Pat Wolter
Hillsboro, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Crystal Roy
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Designation Area
Thursday, April 1, 2021 6:01:25 AM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and
Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas
of special value, and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about
their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be
reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using
objective evaluation criteria. I own a home in Curry County, and these places are precious to me.
Please help protect them.
Thank you, sending my best,
Crystal Roy, Port Orford, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Adele Dawson
TSP comments
Marine Conservation Designations
Sunday, April 4, 2021 4:17:43 PM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group,

I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and
Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas
of special value, and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about
their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be
reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using
objective evaluation criteria.”

Sincerely,
Adele Dawson
347 Hemlock
Florence, OR 97439

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Himes
TSP comments
Marine Conservation
Tuesday, April 13, 2021 1:51:51 PM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and
Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat
areas of special value, and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be
educated about their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals
coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a
timely way, using objective evaluation criteria. In addition, I implore the group to consider the
challenges associated with climate change and the increased fragility of coastal flora and fauna
in the designation of conservation area.
Thank you for your consideration,
Pat Himes
Oceanside, OR

From: Tamara Mautner [mailto:fishon@garibaldicharters.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 31, 2021 8:57 AM
To: info@lincolncityaudubon.org
Cc: Lanier, Andy <alanier@dlcd.state.or.us>
Subject: Cape Lookout MCA concern

Audobon Society,
My family owns a charter fishing business out of Garibaldi, OR. We are concerned with the
designation of Cape Lookout as an MCA. In short, we are concerned that it may affect our
access to safe anchorage, fishing, and diving areas within 200m of the cape during certain times
of the year.
I read through the proposal (as well as I could, it's long and wordy for folks not steeped in this
type of process), including the answer to my very question on page 50. While the answer
appears to satisfy my question, I still haven't been able to see where in the proposal this is
actually addressed besides in the question. I did see paragraphs stating that the education of
boaters was more of a goal than enforcement. To me, that indicated that there may be a
prohibitive law, but since it is hard to enforce there will be more effort toward education.
I also know that during certain times of the year while birds are nesting, places like 3 Arch Rocks
(National, therefore different, I understand) prohibits boaters within 500ft. It is my concern
that the answer to the question may have been misleading in saying that access by boat is
allowed EXCEPT (this part not being said) during nesting season. As the proposal states,
boater/fisher/diver use is sporadic and infrequent. I think it very unlikely that boating activity
causes undue stress to birds or pinnipeds in this area at any time of year, and that boaters
should continue to have access to this area.
Please pardon me for being inherently suspicious, but can you please point me to a certain
portion of the text of the proposal that guarantees access, including anchorage, within the
200m area to boaters?
Also, has there been any direct outreach to charter operators (actual charter boats, not guides)
from Garibaldi? I see that there was a web-based information exchange, but a web-based
format is grossly insufficient to reach out to many fishermen. Some of us are baffled by
webinars or lack the reliable internet access that makes them accessible - not to mention the
time away from our business that this involves. Old fashioned phone calls would be a great way
to reach out. I can be a resource for providing contact info to parties potentially affected in the
charter fleet, please let me know if you need that. I recently worked with Friends of Cape
Falcon on their Rocky Habitat proposal in just this manner. I would also recommend outreach
to the commercial fleet, as they have been known to occasionally use Cape Lookout for
overnight shelter in strong weather/seas. The Pacific City Dory Association would also be a
good group of stakeholders to contact.

Rumors of restricting our access to Cape Lookout are circulating, we appreciate your help
clearing things up.
Thanks in advance,
Tamara Mautner

www.garibaldicharters.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

hap@alumni.stanford.edu
TSP comments
MCA Designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and Blacklock Point...
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 5:53:09 PM

Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I am writing to show my strong support for Marine Conservation Area designation for
Crook Point-Mack Reef and Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat
Management Strategy. Both areas are special to the South Coast and need to be
protected . Sometimes too much popularity is not a good thing…
I also urge that all current proposals along the coast be reviewed fairly and
transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using" objective
evaluation criteria.”
Thank you for your consideration,
Harry Freiberg
Brookings, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

TIM PAMELA LAND
TSP comments
Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Saturday, April 10, 2021 2:52:19 PM

I am urging you to add the Coquille Point as a Marine Garden/Education Area.
As you know visitors come to this Bandon area to see and experience the seabird nesting habitat
and harbor seal pupping sites, as well as being a scenic destination for tourism.
I have been to the site numerous times and have seen that the reaction of wildlife to free running
dogs. If there was such a designation as a Marine Garden, education would help the public
understand that this site was a precious resource that should be protected.
Sincerely,
Tim Land
Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy and Mike Thomas
TSP comments
Nancy and Mike Thomas
Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Thursday, April 15, 2021 8:47:32 PM

Hello Rocky Habitat Working Group,
Thank you for providing me the opportunity to express my views regarding the proposals to
protect coastal areas that are part of The Oregon Rocky Management Strategy. I fully agree that
the areas brought forth are in need of protection. The area that particularly stands out for me is
the Marine Conservation Area designation for Seal Rock Marine Conservation

Area under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. I have observed first-hand the use
of this area on a bi-weekly basis in 2020 as I did a nest Survey on a pair of Black Oystercatchers.
The beach around the area was extremely busy with people and dogs. Many people climbed on the
rocks and were not careful of their impacts on the tide pools and their inhabitants. Especially
worrisome was the disturbance to the Black Oystercatchers. Many nests are abandoned or or
chicks and eggs taken by predators as the adult Oystercatchers are flushed off of their nests due to
disturbance or the presence of humans and dogs too close to the nesting rocks. The threatened
Snowy Plover have nested just South of Seal Rock and have also experienced a lot of disturbance
from humans or dogs. I have also witnessed people who take large amounts of mussels from the
rocks. In addition, the tide pools closest to the shore no longer hold the diversity of tide pools that
experience less public visitor attention/visits.
At a minimum this area needs to have more monitoring to educate people and maybe put out
some additional signage. The Oregon Coast is getting many more visitors and my experience has
been when I have visited some of the proposed areas that there definitely is a public visitor lack
of understanding and fragility of the environment they are enjoying.
One recommendation would be to possible recruit interns or volunteers to be present in these
sensitive areas during peak visitor times.  
These are habitat areas of special value, and it is important that they be recognized and that the
public be educated about their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current
proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in
a timely way, using objective evaluation criteria.” The Oregon Rocky Habitat are an economic
boom for the Coast and to preserve that resource it is necessary to protect it.

Thank you for giving me a voice,
Nancy Thomas, Waldport, Oregon

TO: ROCKY HABITAT WORKING GROUP
RE: COMMENT IN SUPPORT OF SITE DESIGNATIONS
The Oregon Shores Conservation Coalition has been engaged in the process of developing a new
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy for Oregon from its inception. We have followed the many
steps in drafting and vetting the strategy closely, and have contributed comments at many points.
We consider the basic strategy that has resulted to be a significant step forward in managing and
protecting Oregon’s rocky intertidal and offshore reef areas, and congratulate the members of the
Rocky Habitat Working Group and Ocean Policy Advisory Council for the plan they have
created.
While the coastwide Rocky Habitat Management Strategy provides a solid planning and
managing framework, the crucial next step, in which we are engaged at present, is designating
specific sites for management categories. This phase depends upon proposals for site
designation put forth by the public, and here again, Oregon Shores has been actively engaged.
We are writing in support of many of the proposals that have been submitted to the Rocky
Habitat Working Group. The public process has resulted in a number of solid proposals, and we
believe that as a matter of good faith, proposals that meet all the requirements set forth at the
outset of the public proposal period should be accepted.
We are also writing to express concern that the decision-making stage of this process is flawed,
with a lack of clear criteria and objective standards, misinformation about the proposals included
in the summaries offered working group members and the public, and changes in the review
process while it was underway to which the public was not given a sufficient opportunity to
react.
The Proposals
Oregon Shores urges the approval of eight of the proposals. We were an active member of the
South Coast Rocky Shores Group, and endorse the Marine Conservation Area proposals for
Crook Point-Mack Reef and Blacklock Point, as well as the proposed Research designation for
Cape Blanco and Marine Garden/Education designation for Coquille Point. We also participated
in the North Coast Rocky Habitat Coalition and likewise strongly endorse the Marine
Conservation Area proposals for Ecola Point and Chapman Point. While we were not directly
engaged in developing the proposals for Cape Foulweather and Cape Lookout, we were in
communication with the community groups that worked on those and endorse these Marine
Conservation Area proposals as well.
In Oregon, the beaches belong to the people
PO Box 33, Seal Rock, Oregon 97376 • (503) 754-9303 • oregonshores.org
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(We omit comment on the other four proposals submitted during this phase not out of opposition
but simply because we were not involved in their development and have not had the opportunity
to study them carefully.)
We would specifically emphasize our support for two south coast proposals, without restating the
detailed discussion of the sites’ values and threats in the proposals, all of which we endorse:
Crook Point-Mack Reef: This site is highly appropriate for designation at this time, precisely
because it is little visited and not being impacted by intertidal resource extraction at present. It is
protected on the landward side by the Crook Point Unit of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s
Oregon Islands National Wildlife Refuge Complex. However, it is accessible from the north at
low tide, and bit by bit visitors are finding their way there. At this point, the rocky habitat there is
intact, but is not actually protected by the wildlife refuge. A Marine Conservation Area
designation would proactively establish a tradition of keeping the resource untrammeled. The
goal is to support the conservation status by developing citizen-based monitoring and
stewardship, in collaboration with resource agencies, tribes, and other community entities, and
providing public education, including signage at the point where members of the public can
access the site from the shore. This is a perfect opportunity to employ Marine Conservation
Area status to head off future impacts and preserve a site now a bit remote and relatively
unimpacted but accessible enough to be at risk.
Blacklock Point: This area is also a bit remote but accessed by many, and is now receiving
increased visitation. It is a vital habitat, for both its ecological and its educational values. The
proposal does not call for new regulations, but rather for a concerted effort among agencies,
tribes, NGOs, and researchers to educate the public through a variety of means, and organize
citizen stewardship over the site, with knowledgeable volunteers heading off damaging
behaviors. The site provides another opportunity to anticipate potential growing impacts by
proactively developing cooperative plans for stewardship and education.
The Process
The site designation phase of development of the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy placed a
tremendous burden on members of the public (individuals or groups) wishing to submit
proposals. In our considerable experience, this process is unique in the degree of technical and
scientific information it required from ordinary citizens, together with a demand that proposers
engage in widespread community outreach as part of the proposal process.
We would strongly suggest, then, that in placing such heavy demands upon members of the
public, the Rocky Habitat Working Group and OPAC incurred a responsibility to honor this
commitment on the part of proposers by providing a process that was clear, unambiguous, based
on objective decision-making criteria, and carried with it a heavily weighted presumption that
any complete proposal that met all these standards would be approved.
We state firmly that good faith on the part of the Rocky Habitat Working Group and OPAC
demands that all proposals that both adequately answer the demands for information and reflect a
genuine effort at community outreach be approved. To do otherwise would effectively rob
citizens of their investment of thousands of hours of effort, and their strong, broad-based will to
protect these rocky shore sites.
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We outline some of the failings of the site designation process here. We will comment in more
depth later in the context of considering how the process should be revised for the next round of
public proposals.
*The strategy was revised when citizens were well into the process of drafting proposals,
necessitating a great deal of reworking and revision of material already drafted.
*There was a high degree of redundancy, both within proposals due to repeated and overlapping
questions, and among proposals (there is no need for every proposal to address the ocean
conditions, climate change effects, and human impacts that affect rocky shores throughout
Oregon). This made the process far more time-consuming and burdensome than it needed to be,
both for the public and for agency personnel and members of the working group.
*There was little communication between the Rocky Habitat Working Group and proposers,
particularly between the time proposals were submitted and the time they were reviewed, leading
to misunderstandings and outright misinformation when the working group made their initial
decisions on the proposals.
*An evaluation criteria document was published, relied on by proposers, and then removed
without explanation. When the working group did consider the proposals, there was obviously
no clear, transparent, agreed-upon set of objective criteria.
*The working group held closed-door meetings, during the exact period when proposers quite
appropriately could have interacted with them (as in similar processes) and clarified
misunderstandings within the working group that led to lower rankings of several proposals
during initial decision-making.
*Statements were made by members of the working group that, at best, reflected a lack of
knowledge of the proposals, and may have been deliberate misinformation. In any case, the
proposers and the public at large weren’t given the opportunity to correct misstatements before
initial decisions on proposals were made.
*The Summary Recommendations for the proposals with Considerations from the working group
(again, often reflecting misunderstandings and inaccuracies) were published at the same time that
the public comment period began, without any resolution of questions as to how the proposers
could ethically revise proposals on which the public was already commenting without the
necessary additional public input in the time available. This left the broad public very limited
opportunity to comment on Considerations to determine what the ultimate version of the
proposal they needed to comment on would turn out to be.
The foregoing is not intended as an exhaustive discussion of the process; again, we intend to
address the process more fully prior to the commencement of the next period when proposals are
accepted. Rather, for this round, our statement is that given the extreme effort demanded of
public participants, and the failure to provide these participants with a clear process and
objective criteria established in advance, all proposals that don’t contain egregious errors or
omissions or fail to provide the requested information should be accepted.
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Thank you for this opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,

Phillip Johnson, Executive Director
Oregon Shores Conservation Coalition
(503) 754-9303
phillip@oregonshores.org

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sharon Birrel
TSP comments
Oregon Territorial Sea Plan - Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Thursday, March 25, 2021 7:34:55 AM

Greetings,
I am writing today to ask the Rocky Habitat Working Group and Ocean Policy Advisory Council
to do the following:
·        Please

work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented
information in the initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are
currently available for the public to review as soon as possible and prior to
the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment
period.
·        Please

do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of
agencies’ programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were
meant to help shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site
management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot
be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
·        Please

strongly consider the following proposals that have significant
stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear longterm goals and objectives. Including: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point
MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef
MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original
1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy, now is time for follow through.
·        In

the future, that DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is
similar to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from
other state or federal agency public proposal processes. Objective
evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public proposal
process and would minimize much of the politicization of the process that
has emerged.
As a native Oregonian, I grew up in a family of sportsmen and have fond memories of
sport fishing out of Tillamook Bay. We enjoyed exploring Cape Lookout and the
amazing variety of life residing in the habitat there. Since the 1960s I have explored
the Oregon coast from Fort Stevens to Cape Blanco. With the benefit of observing
the coast over time, it is clear to me that there are fewer birds, and fewer tide pool
residents now than then. In part because of legislation that guarantees access to the
coast by the public, I care about the health of these coastal ecosystems and urge you
to maintain processes and procedures that are objective, present information
accurately, and provide protection for these important habitats so that future
generations may also experience the wondrous beauty and richness of the Oregon
Coast.
Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,
Sharon Birrel

111 SW Columbia Street, Suite 200
Portland, Oregon 97201
pewtrusts.org

April 14, 2021

Ocean Policy Advisory Council (OPAC) and Rocky Habitat Working Group
C/O Andy Lanier
Marine Affairs Coordinator
635 Capitol St. NE, Suite 150
Salem, OR 97301-2540
RE: Public Comment for Rocky Habitat Strategy Update: Site Level Management (Phase 2)

Dear Chair Chuck, members of the Council, and Working Group:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy Phase 2 process
to identify site-level area management designations via a new public proposal process. The completed
Strategy will update the objectives, guidance, and site-level management prescriptions for this
important nearshore habitat for the first time in over 25 years.
Oregon's rocky coast – its tide pools, offshore rocks and reefs, sheer cliffs – offers a complex,
ecologically significant habitat that supports submerged aquatic vegetation, like kelp forests, that help
many fish, birds, mammals and other marine species thrive. These habitats and species in turn support
commercial fishing, recreational fishing, tourism and other important economies of the state.
The Pew Charitable Trusts (Pew’s) main interests relative to Part 3 of the Territorial Sea Plan are to
improve multi-jurisdictional planning and policies for better management outcomes to maintain healthy
ocean and nearshore ecosystems. Pew’s comments for the Phase 2 process have two specific requests:
that the state conducts the rest of Phase 2 work in a manner that meets the objective in the approved
Draft Rocky Habitat Management Strategy (Draft Strategy) to prescribe site-level management for this
limited and important resource; and now and in the future, sites are selected using an equitable,
objective, science-based site selection process that meets the needs of the managing agencies, the
reviewing entities, while honoring Tribal Nation sovereignty and knowledge. Specifically, we recommend
the following:
1. Use an objective ranking scheme and evaluation criteria that are based on policies and goals
within the approved Draft Strategy as well as individual state agency management needs.
2. Leverage the update process as a multi-jurisdictional planning tool to align and coordinate
multiple agency goals and plans to respond to rocky habitat management needs.
3. Forward the suite of unimplemented designation areas from the 1994 plan to this update or
provide information on the recommended deletions of 1994 areas to the Land Conservation and
Development Commission (LCDC) as required by ORS 196 and ORS 197.
We value the time Working Group members have spent during this revision to tackle new and
immediate challenges to Oregon’s rocky coast. Please see our detailed comments below.

1) Implement an Evaluation Criteria and Scoring System
For this update to the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy, DLCD and the Working Group prioritized
identifying management prescriptions required by Goal 21 by sourcing ideas from the public instead of
implementing another field inventory.
Pew continues to support the effort to create a collaborative process to identify areas along the coast
that need site-level management attention. When crowd-sourcing information from the public, detailed
attention is needed to the application and evaluation process to ensure clarity and transparency in how
selection decisions are made. Unfortunately, the current Draft Evaluation Guide does not achieve the
goal of aiding site identification through publicly sourced information.
To improve the evaluation and site selection process, we recommend using evaluation criteria as well as
a scoring system or ‘rubric’ as it is known in the field of education.2 Evaluation criteria and rubrics are
useful to evaluate proposals that are diverse in nature and when multiple approaches or topics are
eligible to be considered, as is the case with the twelve proposal submissions currently under
consideration. Evaluation criteria define what is important for reviewers to consider and help assess
whether the proposal meets stated objectives, goals, or needs, of a program or initiative. A rubric
enables reviewers to grade or weight criteria differently, depending on the goals of the program or
initiative.
For example, if rocky habitats with large bird colonies are of critical importance to the State, proposals
with large bird colonies could receive up to 20 points, while sea lion haul out areas may not be as
important, though still valid, and receive a maximum of 10 points. If ensuring kelp forests have plans for
site-level management is critical because of recent dramatic declines, proposals that include kelp forests
could receive 50 points. The same “weighting” approach can apply to economic, visitation, or geographic
considerations. It does not matter if the sum of a ‘perfect’ proposal is 100 or 500; the object is only to
place variable proposals on a comparable scale for selection using an equitable method. Thresholds can
also be used to limit proposals for consideration to those that score a minimum number.
Such systems are already in use successfully. For example, the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
land acquisition program3 has identified a suite of proposal selection criteria broken into categories. 4
Pew recommends improving the Draft Evaluation Guide5 to include the following elements:


1

The management principles and policies in the approved Draft Strategy should be used to
create evaluation criteria. Currently, all the management guidance and policies from Phase 1
work appear in one criterion: “Goals, objectives, management principles, and policies within
TSP3 should be adequately addressed and/or advanced”. As written, it is unclear to the reviewer

Statewide Planning Goal 2; OAR 660-015-0000(2)
https://resources.depaul.edu/teaching-commons/teaching-guides/feedback-grading/rubrics/Pages/types-of-rubrics.aspx
3 ODFW. 2021. WWMP Program Administration Manual Version 7. Pg. 15
http://www.dfw.state.or.us/wildlife/willamette_wmp/docs/WWMP_Administration_Manual.pdf
4 Ibid. pg 16. “Project selection criteria fall into two categories: ecological and cultural considerations, and operational and
administrative considerations. The total score for each project will be tallied and summarized for each solicitation cycle. A
maximum possible score consists of 100 points: 62 points for Ecological and Cultural Considerations and 38 points for
Operational and Administrative Considerations.”
5 DLCD. 2021. Draft Evaluation Guide. https://www.oregonocean.info/index.php/opac-documents/2020-ipp-rocky-habitatproposals/2020-initial-proposal-period/evaluation-materials/2327-draft-ipp-wgevaluation-jan2021/file
2

whether they need to evaluate one goal, or many goals and policies. Further, the criterion does
not allow the reviewer to assess or score the proposal’s means of addressing or advancing the
goals, objectives, management principles and policies. We recommend using individual
management principles and policies as the criterion and a scoring rubric to measure how well
the proposal achieves the criterion. For example:
o “The proposed site includes plans or methods to implement Strategy management
principle IV (e)6 ; education and stewardship.”
o “The proposed site implements the Strategy Education Actions.”
o “The proposed site employs Strategy management principles II and III7; consideration as
ecological unit and ecosystem-based management.”


Focus the evaluation criteria on what the state needs to meet management objectives.
Unfortunately, the current system is, in part, focused on whether proposers included certain
information in the proposal rather than how well a proposal meets management objectives. For
example, to what extent the proposal meets the current criterion “Additional Information
should provide relevant context” evaluates the information provided rather than the proposed
site. We recommend criteria be based on the management need stated in an agency document.
For example, the state’s Ocean Acidification and Hypoxia Action Plan aims to monitor and
protect remaining kelp forests and other subaquatic vegetation.8 A criterion could be, “The
proposed site helps meet the state’s aim to monitor and/or protect kelp forests and other
subaquatic vegetation.” Another could be, “The proposed site helps meet the recommendations
in Chapter 9: Nearshore Recommendations9 of ODFW’s Nearshore Strategy.” Evaluation
criterion could change as management needs are met or guiding agency documents are updated
or published.



Use measurable criteria. Currently, an evaluation criterion states, “Stakeholder Engagement
should be characterized appropriately and include clear and actionable outreach”. This
statement is difficult to measure because the word “appropriately” is vague. Instead, it would
be helpful to use a criterion which provides a measure about the community resources that
could assist the state with non-regulatory site-level management. For example, “The proposed
site has a volunteer base ready to assist the state in site education and stewardship”.

DLCD. 2020. Approved Draft Rocky Habitats Management Strategy. Pg 5. “Management Principle IV (e): incorporate public
educational, awareness, citizen and community science, and outreach programs as integral parts of local site management,
where practicable.”
7 Ibid. “ ii. Ecological Units. The interconnected relationship between rocky shoreline areas, offshore sites, and submerged rocky
habitat warrants related areas to be managed as an ecological unit;
iii. Ecosystem-Based Management. Management recommendations and prescriptions should follow ecosystem-based
management and adaptive management principles;”
8
ODFW. 2018. Ocean Acidification and Hypoxia Action Plan. “Action 3: Support resilience to OAH in Oregon’s ecosystems and
communities. Support data collection, synthesis, and modeling. Restore, protect, and sustain native shellfish stocks and
submerged aquatic vegetation. Develop Best Management Practices based on current ecosystem and economic research.
9 Oregon Nearshore Strategy. 2016. Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, Salem, Oregon. Chapter 9. (Pg 1) “The core of the
Nearshore Strategy is the following set of recommendations, intended to facilitate voluntary, collaborative actions to improve
understanding and stewardship of Oregon’s nearshore resources. These recommendations reflect input received from ODFW
staff, outside experts who served as technical advisors and reviewers, and members of the public. Twelve recommendations
are outlined below, categorized into three main themes: Education and Outreach, Research and Monitoring, and Management
and Policy. Each recommendation was chosen because it addresses priority nearshore issues that are in need of immediate or
timely attention, is feasible, has received public support, and is beyond the capability of any single institution to achieve. The
recommendations rely on partners to differing degrees, and are intended to help guide collaboration rather than act as an
action plan for ODFW alone.”
6



Use relevant parts of the 1994 inventory and grading scheme. The 1994 resource inventory
remains highly relevant, yet none of the criteria is used in the current Evaluation Guide. For
example, resource conflict concern per site was assessed by the state during the last inventory. 10
An example of an issue-based criterion could be “The proposed site has clear evidence of
wildlife harassment or habitat degradation, like trampling, nest failure, or pup deaths” to help
prioritize sites for site-level management prescriptions. In 1994, this criterion was graded on a
scale from ‘known high level of impact based on research’ to ‘some habitat impacts may be
occurring’ to ‘not enough experience with site to make judgement’. In addition to leveraging
the 1994 criteria we recommend adding a climate change criterion given this critically important
threat.



Include a scoring system for the evaluation criteria for objective proposal comparison.
The matrix the state points to as a rubric is currently blank. For this initial process, reviewers had
no objective system to discern how to compare a diverse set of proposals against the needs of
the managing agencies nor a system by which to compare the proposals to the goals and
objectives stated in the approved Draft Strategy. Using the above example, “The proposed site
has a volunteer base ready to assist the state in site education and stewardship”, an associated
rubric might be:
0 pts – The proposed site has no organization to coordinate and facilitate community
stewardship initiatives.
3 pts – The proposed site has an organization ready to commit to coordinating and facilitating
community stewardship initiatives, but no current program or trained volunteers.
5 pts – The proposed site has an organization committed to coordinating and facilitating
community stewardship initiatives and runs a current program but has no trained volunteers.
10 pts – The proposed site has an organization committed to coordinating and facilitating
community stewardship initiatives and runs a current program and has trained volunteers.



Modify the current evaluation questions to create a “readiness assessment”. Currently
reviewers are asked to answer a series of open-ended questions in the Draft Evaluation Guide to
aid review and decision-making. Because these questions are unstructured and are not
measurable, it is not possible to use the answers to objectively compare one proposal with
another. Open-ended questions generally also require considerable time to complete. Instead,
we recommend measurable criteria and a rubric for evaluation. However, we also recommend
considering using these questions as part of a ‘readiness assessment interview’ conducted by
agency staff when considering whether the site proposal is ready or suitable for submittal.

Pew recommends studying various evaluation criteria and associated rubrics, selecting a best fit,
customizing it, and providing the public a formal opportunity to comment on the Evaluation Guide.
Implementing these actions as soon as possible will make this process durable, equitable, and less
confusing for reviewers and proposers alike.

10

ODFW. 1994. Oregon Shores Natural Resource Inventory. Appendix 1. Pg. 157.

2) Leverage Update Process as a Multi-jurisdiction Planning Tool
The overall purpose of the Territorial Sea Plan is to bring agencies and stakeholders together to tackle
difficult multi-jurisdiction, multi-stakeholder management issues.11 Through this lens, other existing
state agency documents can be used to guide discussions within the Working Group and at the OPAC
meeting in May.
During Working Group meetings, agencies have reported concerns for funding the site-level
management prescriptions. Concern over financial viability should not deter agency staff from
implementing the planning effort. The newly approved Draft Strategy recognizes financial limitations to
achieving all its goals. The 1994 Strategy recognized financial limitations.12 The completed Strategy, with
coastwide and site-level management goals and prescriptions identified, can be used by both the public
and the State to gather funding and other support to overcome capacity constraints.
Below we outline the important role each agency plays and provide examples of specific existing policies
or published management needs that staff should feel empowered to advance.
Oregon Parks and Recreation Department (OPRD)
OPRD is responsible for providing recreational access and opportunities, managing resources on stateowned land, and regulating development on Oregon’s beaches. This update provides OPRD with the
opportunity to focus coastal organization resources for site-level management of rocky habitats while
furthering other state agency goals and management recommendations. For example, regional
management recommendations included in the 2016-2025 Statewide Trail Plan 13, could be included in
site-level management prescriptions for rocky habitat sites selected during Phase 2, as appropriate. This
plan “provides information and recommendations to guide federal, state, and local units of government,
as well as the private sector, in making policy and planning decisions.”
Examples of opportunities to use this plan to protect rocky habitats include leveraging the identified
need of “Protection of natural features, including wildlife habitat” for Region 1 (Clatsop, Tillamook, and
Lincoln Counties) for non-motorized recreation trails in dispersed settings. A second example for
dispersed settings includes the regional need for both Region 1 and Region 5 (Coastal Lane, Coastal
Douglas, Coos, and Curry Counties) identified as, “Repair of major trail damage”. These identified needs
may also be appropriate to consider as evaluation criterion.

11

DLCD. Territorial Sea Plan Part 1-F: Plan Implementation. Pg 1. “This initial Territorial Sea Plan has developed with three
parts. Part One, Management Framework, provides a framework for describing, linking, and understanding the relationships
among all relevant state and federal laws, state programs, statewide planning goals, and federal agency programs. This plan will
not replace those elements but will coordinate and supplement them through specific plan provisions.”
12 DLCD. 1994. Rocky Shores Management Strategy pg 3. “f. Financial Realism
The Council recognizes that the solution to many management problems will require little or no additional funds, some
solutions will require new or additional funds to carry out. The rocky shores strategy provides a coastwide context for
determining funding needs and priorities.”
13

OPRD. 2016-2025 Statewide Trail Plan. https://www.oregon.gov/oprd/PRP/Documents/PLA-STP-StatewideTrails-Plan.pdf

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW)
ODFW has a significant role in the site-level management prescriptions and spearheaded the first effort
in the early 90’s. This agency’s expertise is critical due to its staff’s familiarity with regulations and how
they overlap, as well as knowledge of ecosystem function and specific species life history requirements.
The breadth of the issues ODFW must consider during working group sessions can be aided by
documents and policies the agency has created. ODFW can leverage this long-term strategic planning
exercise to help realize agency goals, objectives, and management practices. The agency can also look to
previous work to guide Working Group discussions on evaluation criteria. Documents worth noting
include:








The original Rocky Shores Natural Resource Inventory effort in 1994 and ranking system the
state used to prioritize sites for special area management prioritized animal congregations, like
bird colony size, threats/impacts to a site, and annual visitation numbers to evaluate sites.14
The Oregon Nearshore Strategy, which has listed recommendations15 for nearshore habitat16
and dependent strategy species17 that warrant more management attention including bull kelp,
rockfish and invertebrate species.
The Ocean Acidification and Hypoxia Action Plan “next steps” that include increasing access to
grant funding (designating site-level management areas can help), protect/maintain marine
subaquatic vegetation, and monitoring water quality at key locations.18
The goals of the new Climate and Ocean Change Policy that include incorporating “that
understanding into all of the Department’s actions to maximize the conservation, use, and
enjoyment of fish, wildlife, and their habitats for present and future generations” 19

Department of State Lands (DSL)
DSL has a relatively narrow role to play in site-level management of rocky habitats outside the realm of
development activities that would trigger the Removal-Fill Law, which occurs coastwide and was
considered in Phase 1 work. Leasing of kelp beds for commercial use is also currently prohibited. 20 Pew
recommends using existing DSL removal-fill and kelp policies in a multi-jurisdictional setting to
coordinate and strengthen the state’s overall management approach to this habitat and to leverage
existing policies to help navigate stumbling blocks as they arise in the Working Group setting. It can do
14

ODFW. 1994. Oregon Shores Natural Resource Inventory. Appendix 1. Pp157.
Oregon Nearshore Strategy. 2016. Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, Salem, Oregon. Chapter 9.
https://oregonconservationstrategy.org/media/9-NEARSHORE-RECOMMENDATIONS-1.pdf
16 Oregon Nearshore Strategy. 2016. Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, Salem, Oregon. Chapter 6.
https://oregonconservationstrategy.org/media/6-NEARSHORE-HABITATS.pdf
17 Oregon Nearshore Strategy. 2016. Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, Salem, Oregon. Chapter 5. Pg. 3. “Nearshore
Strategy Species species were determined by ODFW to be in greatest need of management attention. Identification as a
nearshore Strategy Species does not necessarily mean the species is in trouble. Rather, those identified as Strategy Species
have some significant nearshore management and/or conservation issue connected to that species that is of interest to
resource managers.” https://oregonconservationstrategy.org/media/5-NEARSHORE-SPECIES.pdf
18 Action 3: Support resilience to OAH in Oregon’s ecosystems and communities. Support data collection, synthesis, and
modeling. Restore, protect, and sustain native shellfish stocks and submerged aquatic vegetation. Develop Best Management
Practices based on current ecosystem and economic research.
https://digital.osl.state.or.us/islandora/object/osl%3A906530/datastream/OBJ/download/Action_Plan.pdf
19 OAR 635-900-0005 (1) https://secure.sos.state.or.us/oard/viewSingleRule.action?ruleVrsnRsn=271571
(1) Ensure the Department understands the risks and opportunities associated with changing climate and ocean conditions and
incorporates that understanding into all of the Department’s actions to maximize the conservation, use, and enjoyment of fish,
wildlife, and their habitats for present and future generations.
20 OAR 141-125-0110 (14) https://secure.sos.state.or.us/oard/displayDivisionRules.action?selectedDivision=366
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so by using the foundation built by the ‘Aquatic Resources of Special Concern’ (ARSC) guidance 21 the
agency produced in the state’s Removal-Fill Guide to focus the agency’s site-level management
discussions for rocky habitat management.
Kelp forests are identified by DSL as an ARSC. Therefore, DSL could leverage site-level management
prescriptions in a multi-jurisdictional long-term strategy, such as Part 3 of the Territorial Sea Plan, to
support their approach to permitting and provide an additional technical state document for permit
managers to use during the permitting process. Leveraging this opportunity to support the permitting
process to avoid damage to kelp is important because ARSC guidelines dictate that if kelp is damaged,
in-kind restoration is required. However, unfortunately, kelp is not easily restored, or damage mitigated.
Lastly, DSL’s definition of ‘kelp bed’22 could provide the Working Group a rationale, if needed, for
geographical sideboards or spatial boundaries for proposed management areas the public may submit
for consideration. None of these recommendations require DSL to create a new kelp program or to
commit new resources to rocky habitat management.
3) If Unimplemented 1994 Sites are Not Incorporated in This Update, Follow State Law for Removal
It's unclear what will occur with the site-level management recommendations from 1994 that remain
unimplemented by the State. Fortunately for the current process, the site-level information in the 1994
plan is helpful and the designations that have not been implemented remain relevant. In fact, half of the
proposals the Working Group is currently reviewing are unimplemented State-inventoried, OPAC
approved, and LCDC adopted areas that remain unimplemented from the 1994 Strategy. Pew
recommends that all of the of unimplemented designation areas be forwarded in this update.
If these sites, approved by OPAC in 1994, end up being discarded in 2021, Pew requests that the
Working Group provide a written rationale to OPAC, so it is clear to the public and all OPAC members
why the areas no longer merit site-level management attention. Ideally, the rationale would be based
on measurable site selection criteria such as those recommended in this letter. Pew also requests that
OPAC specifically report the recommended deletions to LCDC as required by ORS 196.44323 to ensure
consistency with Goal 2 and Goal 19.

Removal-Fill Guide. Oregon Department of State Lands. Pg. 54. “The Department identifies some waters of this state as
Aquatic Resources of Special Concern (ARSCs) because they provide functions, values and habitats that are limited in quantity
because they are naturally rare or have been disproportionately lost due to prior impacts. ARSCs include alkali wetlands and
lakes, bogs, cold water habitat, fens, hot springs, interdunal wetlands, kelp beds, mature forested wetlands, native eelgrass
beds, off-channel habitats (alcoves and side channels), ultramafic soil wetlands, vernal pools, wet prairies, wooded tidal
wetlands, and others as determined by the Department (See Appendix F). CM for impacts to an ARSC will follow a slightly
different eligibility protocol (described below). The purpose of applying specific regulations to ARSCs is to ensure that rare
habitat types and the functions and values they provide are replaced in-kind on a landscape scale.”
https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Documents/Removal_Fill_Guide.pdf
22 Ibid at Appendix F, pg. 2. “Kelp Beds: beds of a bull kelp (Nereocystis luetkeana), or other macroalgae that generally grow
from the seafloor to the ocean surface. Kelp beds grow on rocky substrate in shallow subtidal areas between 5 and 25 meters
deep. Kelp is anchored to rocks by a holdfast, and the canopy is kept afloat by gas-filled bladders in the blades. Kelp beds
provide food and structure important to many marine species. Kelp beds are relatively scarce habitats in Oregon’s waters,
covering less than one percent of the nearshore area. The strip of coast from Cape Arago south contains approximately 92
percent of Oregon’s kelp beds.”
23
Oregon Revised Statute 196.443 (1) The purposes of the Ocean Policy Advisory Council are to:
21

In Conclusion
The update to the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy is guided by the overarching Statewide Planning
Goals that DLCD has implemented for years through its Ocean Resources Management Program. The
Goals, when used, remain a guidepost during the complex task of planning for the future. Goal 2 focuses
on requirements of the planning process. Goal 19 focuses on how to prioritize resources and uses of the
Territorial Sea. DLCD, the Working Group, OPAC, and ultimately LCDC must continually look to the
State’s Goals during this process to stay on track, to create solutions that are consistent with these
sideboards, to spur forward the immediate planning work, and then the subsequent effort to manage
these resources.
Oregon’s rocky marine habitats are a treasure. By making the above changes and referring to longestablished planning goals and other strategic agency documents, the updated Strategy will help focus
the effort to protect this well-loved habitat. Thank you for considering our comments. Please reach out
to us if you have further questions or need additional information about the ideas we presented. We
look forward to continuing to participate in the process as this effort moves toward completion.
Sincerely,

Jos Hill
Project Director
Conserving Marine Life in the US, West Coast

(a)Periodically review the Territorial Sea Plan and submit recommendations for the plan to state agencies represented on the
council. The council shall recommend deletions to the Territorial Sea Plan of all site designations and management prescriptions
to the Land Conservation and Development Commission.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Aaron Shilkaitis
TSP comments
Please Help Protect Eight Important Rocky Habitats on the Coast
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 12:45:28 PM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council,
As a concerned environmentally-conscious citizen of Oregon, I am advising you to:
Work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site
proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to review.
Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as possible and prior to
the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape
long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan
clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity
concerns.

The Oregon Coast is both a precious environmental ecosystem as well as a resource
for this state and its people, wildlife, and plantlife. Please protect it in an efficient and
equitable fashion.
Thank you,
Aaron Shilkaitis - Portland, OR
-Aaron W. Shilkaitis
(630) 863-1036
The man who follows the crowd will usually get no further than the crowd. The man who
walks alone is likely to find himself in places no one has ever been. -Alan Ashley-Pitt

Rocky Habitat Working Group & Ocean Policy Advisory Council
C/o Michael Moses, Rocky Habitat Coordinator
Department of Land Conservation and Development
635 Capitol St. NE, Suite 150
Salem, OR 97301-2540
April 15, 2021
RE: Public Comment for Rocky Habitat Strategy Update and Proposal Evaluation
Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group and OPAC,
Portland Audubon, representing over 16,000 members statewide, thanks the Rocky Habitat
Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council (OPAC) for this public comment
opportunity regarding the rocky habitat process and site proposal evaluation.
Improving the evaluation process
During the first phase of this process, the Working Group and DLCD did an admirable job
developing a strong, forward-looking draft Strategy that improved on coast-wide
management policies and guidelines from the 1994 plan. However, there have been real
challenges and shortcomings with the evaluation process. Portland Audubon and other
members of the public have previously raised concerns about this in public comment and
discussions with Working Group members and DLCD staff. While we understand that it was
the first time the public would be asked for site recommendations and in many ways the
initial site proposal phase was a ‘pilot’ process, we weren’t expecting the lack of an objective
evaluation process. We recommend the following solutions to improve the evaluation
process now and in the future:


For the current evaluation process, we recommend proposers be provided the
opportunity to formally present their site designation proposals to OPAC
(including a Q&A session) during the upcoming May 17 meeting.



In future evaluations we recommend that during the agency review a “readiness
assessment interview” be conducted by agency staff when considering whether the
site proposal is suitable for submittal. This would both save unnecessary work and
also resolve misunderstandings on either the proposer or agency side. Readiness
assessments are a commonly used tool for agencies when reviewing outside
proposals. There should be no concern about any bias by agencies in “helping”
proposers if a formal readiness assessment is developed with clear sidebars on
agency- proposer interaction.



We recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to other
state agency frameworks. While the Working Group did develop an evaluation
criteria, they elected not to include a rubric (i.e. an objective ranking or scoring process
in the evaluation). DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or federal agency public
proposal processes to develop a rubric. Objective evaluation processes are essential to
any state-run public proposal process and would minimize much of the politicization
of the process that has emerged.



Please take into context that these site designation proposals are long-term
recommendations and so considerations of proposal merit during the evaluation
should be viewed not through immediate capacity constraints by the agencies or
proposers. What may seem unrealistic now, may be possible in the future. The
completed Strategy, with coast-wide and site-level management goals and
prescriptions identified, can be used by both the public and the State to gather
funding and other support to overcome capacity constraints.



We recommend that DLCD and the Working Group hold workshop(s) with the
public as part of DLCD’s effort to resolve problems encountered in the first site
proposal and evaluation process. In particular, DLCD should aim to include members
of the public that developed and submitted site designation proposals to these
“lessons learned” workshop(s). This will help ensure that the maintenance phase and
the site designation and evaluation process will be successful in perpetuity.

Site proposal considerations and original 1994 recommended designations:
We recommend moving forward 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant
stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and
objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape
Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook
Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original
1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through. In
fact, we recommend that all 1994 unimplemented designation areas (i.e. Marine Garden,
Marine Conservation Areas – formerly Habitat Refuges, and Research Reserves) be forwarded
in this update. If a decision is made not to move forward with the 1994 unimplemented
designations, we respectfully request the Working Group provide justification to OPAC and
LCDC (as required by ORS 196.443) as to why these sites will not move forward.
Thank you for considering these recommendations.
Sincerely,
Joe Liebezeit
Staff Scientist & Avian Conservation Manager
Portland Audubon
CC: Andy Lanier, DLCD Marine Affairs Coordinator
Charlie Plybon, Rocky Habitat Working Group Chair
Walter Chuck, OPAC Chair

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Sue McGrath
TSP comments
Char Vonahlefeld; Frances Buchanan
Proposal re: Ecola Point and Chapman Point
Tuesday, December 1, 2020 3:36:46 PM

Dear North Coast Rocky Habitat Coalition:
We understand the North Coast Rocky Habitat Coalition is developing a site proposal for
Ecola Point (Sea Lion Rock) and Chapman Point adjacent to Ecola State Park on the North
Coast as Marine Conservation Areas.
We are writing in support of this proposal.
We are a dragon boat team out of Nehalem, the Nehalem Bay TideRunners. Every time we
are out on the water we are awed by the natural beauty of this corner of the world.
We understand that linked ecosystems protect and maintain the abundance and diversity of
wildlife we so enjoy. Both the Sea Lion Rock and Chapman Point are important links in the
ecosystems. Both areas are heavily visited and therefore vulnerable to degradation.
Designation as a Marine Conservation Area carries with it an educational piece that is
crucial in helping visitors appreciate and care for the habitat.
We urge you to designate both Ecola Point (Sea Lion Rock) and Chapman Point as Marine
Conservation areas.
Respectfully,
Sue McGrath and Char Vonahlefeld
On behalf of the Nehalem Bay TideRunners
Sent from my iPhone

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beppie Shapiro
TSP comments
Proposals under consideration by Rocky Habitat Working Group
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 4:10:51 PM

I live in Portland but I treasure my visits to the Coast, where I can often see birds and sea life
(sometimes with binoculars).
I understand that some misinformation may be included in the "initial site proposal evaluation
summaries); Please work with the authors of those documents to correct/update any
misinformation before the working groups re-evaluate the proposals. The Public also deserves
the best information.
As I understand it, The Rocky Habitat Plan states that proposals should not be rejected due to
current funding or estimation of capacity. These are supposed to be long term proposals which
can encourage later fund raising and capacity-building.
To select the most promising proposals, one of the evaluation criteria should be evidence of
community support.
Another important criterion is clearly described goals and objectives, especially those which
will provide guidance over the longer term.
Thank you for your consideration.
Beppie Shapiro
Portland, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Cristy Murray
TSP comments
Protect 8 Rocky Habitats on the Oregon Coast
Thursday, April 8, 2021 11:27:07 AM

Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in
the initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the
public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon
as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the
30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of
agencies’ programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were
meant to help shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site management.
The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based
on funding or capacity concerns.
Portland Audubon and I recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12
proposals that have gotten significant stakeholder and community support,
expert input, and include clear long-term goals and objectives. This includes:
Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape
Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco
MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended
for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so
now is time for the State to follow through.
In the future, Portland Audubon and I recommend DLCD use an objective
evaluation rubric that is similar to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff
can take ideas from other state or federal agency public proposal processes.
Objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public proposal
process and would minimize much of the politicization of the process that has
emerged.
Thank you,
Cristy Murray
Oregon City, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tim Donner
TSP comments
Protect Oregon"s Rocky Shores
Monday, March 29, 2021 10:13:02 AM

Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site
proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to review. Any
misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as possible and prior to the working
groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’ programmatic
support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term efforts and
goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot
be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
I recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant
stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and
objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA,
Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and
Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the
original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow
through.
In the future, I recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to other
state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or federal agency public
proposal processes. Objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public
proposal process and would minimize much of the politicization of the process that has
emerged.
Thank you for helping protect Oregon’s iconic coastline
Tim Donner
Portland, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jane Gigler
TSP comments
protect our coast
Sunday, April 4, 2021 2:26:30 PM

“To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef , Blacklock
Point, Ecola Point and Chapman Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy.
These distinctive habitats need protection .   I also strongly urge that all current coastal proposals
be reviewed scientifically and with greater transparency.  
My thanks,
Jane A. Gigler

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherry Salomon
TSP comments
Protect our environment
Thursday, April 8, 2021 12:42:44 PM

I would like you to follow the recommendations of the Portland Adubon Society which represents the interests of
the environment.
Sherry Salomon
Sent from my iPad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dena Turner
TSP comments
Protect our rocky coastal habitats
Friday, March 26, 2021 7:59:50 PM

To: Rocky Habitat Working Group and Ocean Policy Advisory Council
I am writing to ask you to please work with coastal rocky habitat site proposers to
clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site proposal evaluation
summaries. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as
possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day
comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term efforts and
goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that
proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns
.
I ask you to give strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear longterm goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA,
Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point
MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were
recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
Thank you for your consideration.
Dena Turner
1122 SE 60th Avenue
Portland, OR 97215
503-953-3109

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sherry Smith
TSP comments
Protect Rocky Habitats on the Coast
Sunday, April 4, 2021 5:23:44 PM

As an advocate for birds, I support local birding societies in recommending strong consideration for 8
of the 12 Marine Conservation Area proposals that have gotten significant stakeholder and
community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and objectives. This includes:
Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point
MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA.
In particular, I have traveled from the Portland area to seek out the views from Cape Foulweather. A
few weeks ago, even during blustery winds, I escaped the stress of the pandemic and city life simply
by gazing out at the ocean at this location. Reading about the marine life under the waves there, I
have learned that kelp forests sustain fish and other sea creatures that draw gray whales to the area.
Even with the bad weather and lingering pandemic, visitors at nearby Depoe Bay eagerly looked for
whales—and visited many shops. So sustaining natural resources also seems to help local business.
On a personal note, one of my favorite birds is the black oystercatcher—with its bright red beak and
song I can hear as soon as I get out of the car at the coast. An MCA designation will also help this
bird. I hope that these proposals will succeed and appreciate all that the residents of the coast do for
the rest of us in the state.
Best Regards,
Sherry Smith
West Linn, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Melissa Marcus
TSP comments
PROTECT ROCKY HABITATS ON THE COAST
Thursday, April 8, 2021 5:46:05 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
If you have spent any time on the beautiful Oregon coast, you will appreciate how valuable
these habitats are, and how vulnerable they are. They must be preserved for their beauty, for
ecological balance, and for future generations.
Please do the following:
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the
initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the
public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as
possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help
shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky
habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or
capacity concerns.
We recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear
long-term goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point
MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six
of these sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky
Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
In the future, we recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is
similar to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other
state or federal agency public proposal processes. Objective evaluation
processes are essential to any state-run public proposal process and would
minimize much of the politicization of the process that has emerged.
Thank you for your consideration of these ideas and for helping to preserve our beautiful
and vulnerable Oregon coast.
Sincerely,
Melissa Marcus and Bruce Sullivan. Portland, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Stephan Nance
TSP comments
Protect Rocky Habitats on the Coast
Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:47:51 PM

Hi there,
I am writing to support the proposals that would protect critical rocky habitats along the
Oregon coast.
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site
proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to review. Any
misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as possible and prior to the working
groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’ programmatic
support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term efforts and
goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot
be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
Please strongly consider the 8 proposals that have gotten significant stakeholder and
community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and objectives —
including Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather
MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack
Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky
Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
Thank you so much,
Stephan Nance
Stephan Nance
they/them
www.sparkbirdmusic.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Julia Harris
TSP comments
Protect Rocky Habitats
Sunday, March 28, 2021 11:22:24 AM

Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council:
Please protect important rocky habitats, vital habitat for marine life on the coast by:
Working with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site
proposal evaluations summaries. Misinformation should be corrected and updated prior
to the working groups re-evaluation.
Evaluating proposals based on long-term efforts and goals to improve site management,
NOT funding or the capacity of agencies’ programmatic support for implementation. The
rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or
capacity concerns.
Considering 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant stakeholder and community
support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and objectives. This includes:
Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA,
Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack
Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy, so now is time for the State to follow through.
Recommending DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to other state
agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or federal agency public
proposal processes. Objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public
proposal process and would minimize much of the politicization of the process that has
emerged.
Regards,
Julia Harris
4045 SW Council Crest Drive
Portland, OR 97239

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

AR Nicholas
TSP comments
Protecting OR coastal areas
Tuesday, March 30, 2021 6:24:44 AM

Hello,
It has come to my attention that proposals have been made to politicize the process of
protecting Oregon’s shoreline and Rocky Habitats. This isn’t necessary or helpful.
So I encourage the Ocean Policy Advisory Council and Rocky Habitat Working Group to:
Work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial
site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to
review. Any misinformation should be fact-checked and corrected and updated
as soon as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals
after the 30-day comment period.
Not evaluate proposals based on funding nor on the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals are/were meant to help
shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky
habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or
capacity concerns.
Give strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant
stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term
goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA,
Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point
MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites
were recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat
Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through. .
Use an objective evaluation rubric similar to other state agency frameworks.
DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or federal agency public proposal
processes. Objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public
proposal process and would minimize much of the politicization of the process
that has emerged.
Most Sincerely,
Anna Nicholas
Portland

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rory C
TSP comments
Protecting rocky habitats
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 2:16:22 PM

Hello,
I'm emailing to voice concerns about protecting rocky habitats on the Oregon coast.
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site
proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to review. Any
misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as possible and prior to the working
groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’ programmatic
support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term efforts and
goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot
be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
As an Oregonian, my quality of living is inseparably linked to the health of our natural and
wild places, including our rocky shores. I visit these places to boost my wellbeing and spend
time with my family. I love opportunities to see wildlife, breathe fresh air, and feel renewed
by beauty. Recently, my wife and I visited Cape Lookout and marveled at the fern balls in
trees, rain produced not from clouds but trees that capture moisture, and views of the beautiful
coastline. It was an affirmation of our love for our home state. I will definitely return and visit
other rocky shores in Oregon!
Thank you,
Rory Cowal

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Allison Asbjornsen
TSP comments
Protection for our Coastal Rocky Habitat
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 8:31:56 PM

Dear Working Group,
My husband and I live in Tillamook County and we strongly support Marine
Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and Blacklock Point and
Chapman Point and yes Ecola Point, under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy. These are habitat areas among many of special value, and it is important that
they be recognized and that the public be educated about their value before they are
trampled under foot.
We both thank you for your time and energy and urge that all current proposals
coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group
using science and actual criteria. Let's keep our children in mind
as we preserve and protect our earth.
Allison Asbjornsen
Forrest Dickerson
Tillamook County   

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andreas von Foerster
TSP comments
Protection of Rocky Habitat
Monday, April 5, 2021 3:35:54 PM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef,
Blacklock Point, Ecola Point and Chapman Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat
Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value, and it is important that they be
recognized and that the public be educated about their value before they are loved to death. I
also urge that all current proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the
Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using objective evaluation criteria.
Andreas von Foerster, Architect
577 Bonnie Ct NW
Salem, Oregon 97304
503-365-7554

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Susan Mates
TSP comments
Protections for critical rocky habitats
Tuesday, March 30, 2021 12:00:49 PM

To: Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council
TSP.comments@state.or.us
Re: Protections for critical rocky habitats
I have been carefully watching your process to update the management and protection plans for Oregon’s rocky
habitats. The lack of communication between agencies and the public has, unfortunately, expanded the politicization
of this undertaking.
I am asking that you redeem the process by doing the following:

Give your strongest consideration for the proposals that have received the most stakeholder and community
support: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille
Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. These all have
clear long-term goals and objectives, and have expert input to back them up.
Clear up any misrepresented information in the initial site proposal evaluation summaries that may have
been used to rank proposals or are now available. This is a timely consideration so that working groups reevaluation of proposals is operating from the most current and correct information.
Ensure that the proposal evaluations are not based on funding or capacity concerns. These proposals were
designed for long-term efforts toward improving site management, and funding or capacity concerns were
not to be a defining element.
As your work proceeds, please use an objective evaluation rubric, like those used by other state and federal
agencies. Doing so would remove much of the element of the politicization that has plagued this project.

These sites especially have my heart:
Cape Lookout:
Cape Lookout was one of my first introductions to the rocky coastline of Oregon when I arrived here from the
Midwest forty years ago. The hike out to the point of the head became an annual trek in March for whale-watching,
and my son grew up with memories of traversing that trail.
We memorized its peekaboo views and racked up family points for wildlife sighted. We loved the mystery of
knowing there was a sea cave just below where we perched to watch the whales. And we loved knowing it was a
home for Marbled Murrelets, even though we have never been lucky enough to spot one.
Since Measure 37 was passed, we have watched so much of our beautiful shoreline fall to chainsaws and be
developed. That process has made me treasure the pristine habitats that remain at Cape Lookout all the more. As
population growth here puts ever greater pressures on iconic places like Cape Lookout, change to protect it cannot
come too soon.
Ecola Point:
Whenever my spirits need a lift, I head to Ecola Point. I love the trail to Indian Beach, and the tide pools and other
riches that can be found there on the beach. It was the first place I ever watched, breathless with awe, as barnacles
swept the water for food in a shallow tide pool. It’s being loved to death though, and I have been one of the guilty
ones as it is the first place I think of when out-of-town guests show up.
I have been watching the news concerning our ocean’s changes with increasing alarm, including the recent NOAAfunded study of Dungeness crabs. I moved to Oregon 40 years ago, and have taken note of how empty the tide pools
are compared to 1979.
I am encouraged that sea stars seems to be making a comeback after suffering from the mysterious wasting disease
that had decimated their population. But I have watched in horror as parents show their children how to pry

creatures from the rocks, and I cringe every time I witness some off-leash dog splashing in those fragile areas, or
hear the crunch of a barnacle shell breaking under some unwitting visitor’s boot.
From increasing acidity, declining oxygen levels, and an ever-lengthening list of marine life we know to be
impacted, it is clear we don’t have time to wait on these issues.
Chapman Point:
When I visit the coast, I prefer to stay at Cannon Beach or Oceanside. That’s because Chapman Point is so dear to
me. Besides the fabulous views and waves crashing among the wonder-producing rock formations, the seabird
nesting colonies there draw me. I am content to sit for hours with my binoculars and spotting scope, watching the
interactions between the birds, especially the murres.
It breaks my heart to read how those murres and others are starving. With sea surface temperatures steadily
increasing, they need our help desperately. Offering the wildlife in this special area is one small thing we can do to
begin alleviating these prob
Tillamook Head:
I am an avid hiker, and Tillamook Head remains one of my top all-time favorite places to hike, in every kind of
weather. I can’t imagine a more beautiful place, and one so filled with wildlife and history. My heart lifts when I
come to one of those perfect vantage points for bird watching, especially if I can spot one of the black oystercatchers
with their distinctive orange beaks.
I love knowing that the tide pools below are where they and their chicks forage for food. That makes it even harder
to witness how some people seem to find it irresistible to climb the rocks, and in such a fragile area.
These precious areas are struggling with so many issues, many of which seem to be out of our control. Offering the
protections, though, is one thing we can control. Please give them the strongest protections possible, even - or
maybe especially - if it means less access for admirers like me.
Thank you for considering my comments.
Susan Mates
smmates@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

jesse jones
TSP comments
Public comment in support of rocky habitat designations
Thursday, April 15, 2021 5:39:57 PM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group,
I support the following proposals submitted to the rocky habitat working group in December, 2020: Ecola Point
MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MEA, Blacklock Point
MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, Crook Point MCA. I’m a coastal resident and have read these proposals. Each one
provides state agency staff with common sense and economical solutions to mitigate increasing human impacts on
Oregon coast’s rocky shores. Each one sought local input and gathered opinions from stakeholders and residents
about protective conservation measures during a highly restrictive pandemic. Each one states clearly the ecological
value of these sites, based on biological surveys, historical monitoring, current science and anecdotal evidence. Each
one was carefully written with the guidance of state agency staff to ensure guidelines were being followed, though
no current state staff members advocated for any sites.
Oregon needs to be ahead of the curve in protecting these places and each proposal suggest ways to do this. Some
proposals recommend increasing volunteer training to educate visitors with the goal to counteract the degradations
that occur when thousands of visitors converge on a place. They are counting on an already strong legacy of
volunteers who contribute thousands of hours of beach cleanups, bird surveys, wildlife monitoring and intertidal
education. And, they are counting on everyone who manages volunteers, from state parks to conservation
organizations, to keep doing what they are doing to engage and sustain their volunteer base. While we all know that
managing volunteers is not free, volunteers provide hundreds of thousands of dollars in in-kind services to our state
and must be considered when we plan for the future.
The reviewers in the working group stated that designations may bring unwanted attention to these sites. This
reasoning fails to recognize the Oregon coast’s popularity with visitors. Every site proposed is already mentioned
on hiking websites, travel blogs, and Instagram. They are not inaccessible, nor unknown. Letters submitted from
residents who live close to or have visited these sites for years provide statements of increased visitation - more cars
in the parking lots, more people on the trails and on the beach. Let’s listen to these people who took time to
comment. There may be some secret spots on the Oregon coast, but none of them were proposed in this initial round
to be designated. Each site proposed has a written history, a history of at least some monitoring if not a lot, and a
history of visitation.
I commend the recommendations brought forth in these proposals and think they are an excellent starting point to
guide the behavior of people who use and visit intertidal areas. Of course it’s a balance of ecology and economy,
and the proposers were careful to note this balance. The recommendations are hardly restrictive. They show an
awareness of and respect for fishers and recreationists, two groups who also understand that without the health of
the intertidal zone, their livelihoods and hobbies would not exist.
Please support these proposals and recommend them to OPAC, and thank you for your work in the last year for
helping the public with them.
Very sincerely,
Jesse Jones
Astoria, Oregon

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Karen Meyer
TSP comments
public comment on critical rocky habitats along the Oregon coast
Thursday, March 25, 2021 2:24:58 PM

I am submitting the following comments and ask the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy
Advisory Council to do the following:
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site proposal
evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to review. Any misinformation should
be corrected and updated as soon as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of
proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’ programmatic support
for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term efforts and goals to improve
site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on
funding or capacity concerns.
I recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant stakeholder
and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and objectives. This includes:
Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point
MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were
recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so now is time
for the State to follow through.
In the future, I recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to other state
agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or federal agency public proposal
processes. Objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public proposal process and
would minimize much of the politicization of the process that has emerged.
I have lived for many years on the Oregon coast, have worked with communities from north to south, and it
is vitally important to protect rocky habitats as you update the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy – these
areas are vital to biodiversity, to enrich the local communities and for the public to enjoy the Oregon coast.
Sincerely,
Karen Meyer

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Harrison
TSP comments
Public comment on Working Group initial recommendations
Saturday, April 10, 2021 12:49:46 PM

To: Oregon Coastal Management Program
I am writing on behalf of Salem Audubon Society in support of efforts to protect rocky
coastal habitat in Lincoln and Tillamook Counties. Specifically, we support Audubon
Society of Lincoln City’s proposal to the Working Group of the Ocean Policy Advisory
Council to designate Cape Foulweather and Cape Lookout as Marine Conservation
Areas under Oregon’s Rocky Habitat Management Strategy.
Both the Cape Foulweather and Cape Lookout sites are rich in marine life and worthy
of designation. Both host seabird colonies that are dependent on food sources
provided by a healthy rocky habitat. Underwater kelp forests at both sites are a
species-rich ecosystem. Unfortunately, the kelp forests are threatened by sea
urchins, and site-specific management is necessary to address this ecological
imbalance and restore them.
The education, stewardship, and citizen science projects included in ASLC’s
proposals are a refreshing change from the status quo and will help to better
understand and protect these treasured rocky habitats.
We strongly encourage the Working Group and OPAC to recommend designating
Cape Foulweather and Cape Lookout as Marine Conservation Areas. Please include
this letter in the record of public comment on the Working Group’s initial
recommendations for site proposals.
Thank you for your consideration.

David Harrison
Conservation Chair
Salem Audubon Society

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Larry Basch
TSP comments
Public comment re: Blacklock Point and Crook Point-Mack Reef MCA proposals
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 5:46:00 PM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group,
I am in strong support for designation of Blacklock Point and Crook Point-Mack Reef as Marine
Conservation Areas under the OR Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. I am also in strong support of all
current proposals coastwide being reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in
a timely way using objective evaluation criteria and for them to communicate effectively, early and often with
the public including proposal writing groups.

Contrary to what the Rocky Habitat Working Group wrote in their initial considerations of the proposals,
Blacklock Point and Crook Point-Mack Reef are not inaccessible. A number of marked trails coming from the
east, south and north make Blacklock a hiking destination. The most popular and shortest trail starts at the
Cape Blanco airport. Blacklock Point is on the Oregon Coast Trail, which sees more and more hikers every
year. Designating Blacklock Point and Crook Point-Mack Reef as Marine Conservation Areas will alert
outdoor enthusiasts that these are special sites, encouraging respectful use of the intertidal area and wildlife
like the Black Oystercatcher, who depend on them. Crook Point-Mack Reef Is just off Highway 101 and is
easily reached by a short beach walk from the north on daytime low tides.

These sites are gaining in popularity each year. The designation of Marine Conservation Areas does not
necessarily shine a spotlight on unknown places. The Oregon coast has few secret spots anymore and we
will be smarter to think ahead and plan for increased human activity before it is too late. The situation on the
ground is not “build (or designate) it and they will come.” Rather, it is “Build (or designate) it or not, they will
come no matter what.”

These proposals aim to increase public awareness of the fragility of and threats to rocky shore habitats and
provide recommendations for how to manage the impacts caused by increasing visitation and ocean
warming. The public has spoken, the status quo of limited agency capacity and budget is not going away
anytime soon. Therefore we need effective on the ground site management to protect coastal resources and
visitors. The only viable approach to fill the gap between site goals and needs and increasing human use
and resource threats is application of the proposed non regulatory management measures, as soon as
possible.

Non-regulatory management measures recommended in the proposals for Crook Point and Blacklock Point
including getting volunteer eyes on site, increased volunteer training for public education, monitoring of
resources and human uses (or misuses like impacting wildlife) and new signage make sense and are
feasible. Volunteers working cooperatively with and in support of site land management agencies to
maintain or restore the rocky habitats that are so crucial to our environmental and economic future could
save the state money and empower citizens to make good choices and act as stewards when visiting rocky
shores.

I encourage the Rocky Habitat Working Group to do the right thing and recommend both site proposals for
approval by OPaC and the LCDC.

Sincerely,

Larry Basch, Ph.D.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

kyenne williams
TSP comments
public commentary for consideration
Thursday, March 25, 2021 3:22:55 PM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group and Ocean Policy Advisory
Council,
I am writing as a native Oregonian, and one who grew up on the
Oregon Coast (graduated Newport Senior High School in 1974). I
have spent countless hours along the areas that are under
consideration (Ecola, Cape Lookout and Cape Foulweather in
particular). It is from this place of long-term habitation that
I write with the following suggestions (requests):
Do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity
of agencies' programmatic support for implementation - the
proposals were developed to help shape long-term efforts to
improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states
that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity
concerns.
Follow the recommendation that DLCD use an objective
evaluation rubric similar to other state agency frameworks objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run
public proposal process and will help minimize the
politicization of the process that has emerged.
-    I recommend strong consideration for 6 of the 12
proposals that have gotten significant stakeholder and
community support, expert input, and include clear long-term
goals and objectives. These include: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman
Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille
Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook
Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for
designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
Sincerely,
Kyenne Williams

1620 NE Broadway St #515
Portland OR 97232

"Humility is not thinking less of yourself, it's thinking of yourself less." --C.S. Lewis

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scott Edgar
TSP comments
Public comments on the Oregon Rocky Shores Update.
Friday, March 19, 2021 3:47:11 PM

Greetings from a life long resident of the pacific coast. From Southern California all the way up into Alaska I have
spent my life on the ocean, fishing, diving, foraging.
The conservation of our future is of the utmost importance, we have to take into consideration the over population of
pinipeds, urchin, and impacts of commercial fisheries on our ecosystem better than we have in the past.
Recreational fishing, foraging and diving should not be punished or restricted as a feint for conservation, we all
know that does not solve the issue at hand.
We need you to stand up to the influence and money of the commercial fisheries, stand up against the over
population of pinnipeds, stand up and create programs to help manage the urchin issues that are killing kelp across
the pacific coast.

Thank you,
Capt. Scott W. Edgar

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gerry Roe
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat candidates
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 4:26:19 PM

I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Ecola Point and Chapman Point
under the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value,
and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about their
value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be
reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely
way, using objective evaluation criteria.
Gerald W Roe

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tyler Robinson
TSP comments
rocky habitat comment
Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:17:05 PM

To: the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support the proposed Marine Conservation Area designation for Chapman Point and
Ecola Point in Clatsop County under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These
areas are valuable marine resource sites for many species of marine life, for educational and
research opportunities, and for their recreational and scenic value as coastal natural areas. They
warrant conservation protection to maintain those values from development and over-use.
Chapman Point holds significant personal value as one of the first beach sites I experienced as a
very young Oregonian during summer visits there in the 1950's. Trudging up the duneback rising
above the sheltered cabins north of Cannon Beach, reaching the top, seeing the world suddenly
open to the distant horizon and Chapman Point stretching out beyond the waves, racing down
again to the beach and running over to scramble on the cape's rocky base, are memories that
remain strong.
Thank you for your work.
Tyler Robinson
Portland

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Pat Sherman
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat Management Area
Saturday, April 10, 2021 5:38:42 PM

I currently live in Roseburg, Oregon but lived for eight years in Brookings in an oceanfront
home overlooking Zwagg Rock which resembles the Crook Point/Mack Reef area in many
respects.
I cannot find the words to express the sense of wonder I felt when, on various occasions, I
observed oystercatchers doing their thing on the rocky shore. And one day I was shocked
when I went down to the beach and what did I see? Four marine otters that must have been
feeding in the kelp beds! I wish I had my camera because they were gone in a flash. And I
never saw them again. ( I thought that marine otters had been exterminated off the Oregon
coast, but they are not.)
This is my personal experience. But it is a testament to the wonder of these extraordinary
coastal resources that, I believe, should be preserved.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Patricia Sherman
Roseburg, OR
541-530-1206

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

susie ps
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 6:06:04 PM

I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and
Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas
of special value, and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about
their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be
reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using
objective evaluation criteria."
Sincerely,
Susie Stevens-Briody (Florence, OR)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristin Bayans
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat Plan Comments
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 6:26:39 PM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group,
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef, Ecola
Point, Chapman Point, and Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value, and it is important that they be recognized,
preserved, and that the public be educated on their symbiotic relationships. I also urge that all
current proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat
Working Group in a timely way, using objective evaluation criteria.
Thank you
Kristin Bayans

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

LINORE BLACKSTONE
TSP comments
Rocky habitat plan
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 3:02:09 PM

Dear "Deciders", I write to address the concepts of integrity and responsibility in accepting the
voices of the communities and stakeholders to protect the lands and wild life.
What you fail to do will have consequences as human activity always does.
I don't have to speak to the details of this plan to know that what is convenient or "affordable"
is no longer possible in a world where humans are everywhere because "why not. Everywhere
is theirs because they think so." W.S. Merwin, American poet.
What is your ethic? Please act to protect and preserve wild lands and life as the priority. Any
false excuses: people have the right to be everywhere; we don't have funds to implement the
plan...
Decide to protect; please do not practice target management.
Thank you.
Linore Blackstone
1745 NE 49th
Portland, Oregon
97213

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Littlewood
TSP comments
Rocky habitat process
Thursday, March 25, 2021 4:23:35 PM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council,
Thank you for your hard work to preserve Oregon's marine rocky habitats.
To resolve various concerns and controversies, please ensure correct information in
the initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are available for the public to
review. Any misinformation must be corrected before re-evaluating proposals after
the 30-day comment period.
Please keep in mind that funding or the capacity of agencies’ support for
implementation are not part of the evaluation. The proposals are to shape long-term
efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states
that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
Eight of the 12 proposals have significant stakeholder and community support, expert
input, and clear long-term goals and objectives. These includes: Ecola Point MCA,
Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these
sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat
Management Strategy. Now is time for the State to follow through!
In the future, if you develop an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to other
state agency frameworks, this would minimize much of the politicization of the
process that has emerged.
Best regards,
Ann Littlewood
Portland, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

southjetty1@gmail.com
TSP comments
rocky habitat proposal
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 4:47:55 PM
41BCC81F68B941C3BBF176D466281C71.png
B69C25807C964E8DAA71921C4F098234.png

In 1913 Oregon Governor Oswald West, made Oregon beaches State Highways to preserve them
from private ownership.
In 1967 Tom McCall gave Oregon it’s access to the Pacific Ocean as his legacy.
Now in 2010 supporters of the Cape Falcon Reserve are trying to take that legacy from the people of
the State of Oregon. They do not understand what we have and the natural protections these areas
have. The surf, cold water, barnacles, weather, cliffs and the distance from harbors and boat
launches all protect the Marine Habitat.    I am a waterman, surfer, Merchant Marine Officer and
fourth generation Oregonian and know every foot of the coast from Seaside to my home in Nedonna
and have seen little change other than restrictions in the 50 years I have been using this area.
Inshore fish stocks have been strong and catch limits have been increased. The Seal populations in
the rookery south of Cove beach have increased and are protected by the cliffs. Sea Birds are
undisturbed on the rocks and cliffs of Cape Falcon.
We do not need another Reserve or protected area. We have the entire Oregon Coast set aside and
preserved.
The entire coast is protected by agencies which monitor and protect it.
NOAA, the National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration conducts scientific studies.
ODF&W, the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife conducts scientific research and sets catch
limits, monitors and enforces laws.
EPA, enforces OPCA-90, NPDES and the CWA, Clean Water Act.
MARPOL, is the International Convention which prevents pollution from ships and is signed by 98%
of shipping countries.
Oregon State Parks administers shore side use.
Oregon State Police conduct shore side and marine enforcement.
USCG, the United States Coast Guard monitors and enforces the laws protecting the Oregon Coast.
The above agencies currently perform those functions that the Reserve or protected area would
encompass.
We do not need the label of “Marine Reserve or Protected Area” the cost and the redundant layers
that it would create. .
Let us keep the Legacy which we have received intact for future generations.
I understand the “ego” value this has to those who think they are the ones that are “saving”
habitats.
Sincerely

Greg Gosser
PS Just today they set this up at Barview Jetty….$10 bucks to go to the beach. “ I don’t want to swim
in some roped off sea” and yes you are part of it. This will be your legacy.
Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Will Risser
TSP comments
rocky habitat proposals
Friday, April 9, 2021 4:11:10 PM

We support the Portland Audubon recommendations for protecting coastal rocky habitat.
Jan and will Risser, Portland

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Anthony Antoville and Anne Conrad-Antoville
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat Protection Plan
Tuesday, April 13, 2021 3:58:13 PM

We ask the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council to
do the following:
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in
the initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the
public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon
as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the
30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of
agencies’ programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were
meant to help shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site management.
The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based
on funding or capacity concerns.
We recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear
long-term goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman
Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA.
Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow
through.
Thank you,
Kristin Conard-Antoville and Anthony Antoville
10934 SW Celeste Lane, #405, Portland OR 97225

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Patricia Clay
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat Working Group
Thursday, April 1, 2021 6:09:06 AM

To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
My husband and I have been visiting the Oregon Coast for 8 years and moved here full time
three years ago. We were drawn here by the natural beauty of the coast and walk or run on the
beach on a weekly basis. One of my favorite pictures of us was taken at sunset at Ecola Point.
We have observed our beaches become increasingly crowded and feel that we need to take
better care of them to preserve them for future enjoyment.
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and
Blacklock Point, as well as Ecola Point and Chapman Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat
Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value, and it is important that they be
recognized and that the public be educated about their value before they are loved to death.
I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the
Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using objective evaluation criteria.
Sincerely,
Brian and Tricia Jayred

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michele Hart
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat
Thursday, April 15, 2021 3:14:21 PM

Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in
the initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for
the public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated
as soon as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of
proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of
agencies’ programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were
meant to help shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site
management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot
be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
Please consider 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant
stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear longterm goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point
MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef
MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original
1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to
follow through.
In the future, please use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to
other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state
or federal agency public proposal processes. Objective evaluation
processes are essential to any state-run public proposal process and would
minimize much of the politicization of the process that has emerged.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

diane conrad
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat
Thursday, April 1, 2021 8:55:36 AM

“To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Crook Point-Mack Reef and Blacklock Point under the
Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value, and it is important that they
be recognized and that the public be educated about their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all
current proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely
way, using objective evaluation criteria.” Diane Conrad

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bob Harvey
TSP comments
Rocky habitats.
Thursday, April 15, 2021 11:24:29 PM

I support the protection of the rocky habitats Crook Point and Blacklock Point. I have been to
both spots via hikes. Startlingly beautiful but also obvious places for sea life to hide, feed,
reproduce and live.
Robert L. Harvey
738 Glendale Ave
Ashland, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Christine OceanHaven
TSP comments
Rocky Habitats
Wednesday, April 7, 2021 3:56:08 PM

Ocean Greetings good folks appointed to the Rocky Working Group and
the Ocean Policy Advisory Council as well as, all the agency staff
assigned to support the work of the Group and Council.
I support the designation of Marine Conservation designation of Crook
Point/Mack Reef and Blacklock Point under the Oregon Rocky Habitat
Management Strategy, as well as all other proposals. All are important,
unique habitat areas of specific value in need of protection.
I have been a business owner on the central Oregon Coast since 1997. I
was on the committee to create and establish the Cape Perpetua Marine
Reserves and Marine Protected Areas. I am a member of Oregon
Shores Coalition, Audubon, ORCA, Surfriders and the Pessimist
Society. In the past, I have been a county, city, state, non-profit and
federal employee and a volunteer.
Through my affiliation with Oregon Shores and Audubon, I had the
opportunity to enjoy the beauty of Blacklock Point and Crook
Point/Mack Reek and assisted in review of the proposals to protect
these gems of the Oregon Coast with specific state Rocky Habitat
designations.
As a Central Oregon Coast business owner, I served people from all over
the world who traveled to spend their domestic and foreign monies on
the Oregon Coast. Most traveled the entire coast. Their primary
reason to travel to the Oregon Coast was for the public access to
pristine beaches, diverse with tidal life, abundant pelagic bird colonies,
marine life and the multitude of state and national parks. As a business
owner and volunteer, I vouch for the necessity of establishing
protections of Rocky Habitats to ensure the future of tourism, other
Oregon economic venues and for the future of a healthy environment
that is not allowed "loved" to death by tourist and Oregonians.
As a member of the Pessimist Society I wonder who is feeling insecure
about their job, occupation, maybe their reputation or disdain for the
environmental protections they feel will be at the expense of their
needs? Maybe it is someone pressuring the Group and Council to

concede to their needs? And what was the with the bizarre proposal
deadline of December 25?
As far as my experience as a non-expert, but with a Master's in Science
background and invested in the Rocky Habitat protections proposals, it
was different than any of my previous experience of grant writing and
proposal requests. Consequently, I believe it is necessary to ask for the
Group and Council's help to work with us non-Group and non-Council
members in the site proposals we submitted. I re-read and reread and
reread the questions of the proposals multiple times and had friends
and family scientist members read and reread the questions. As was
the primary case, I could not determine why a proposal question was
being asked multiple times in multiple ways. My Pessimist mind thought
someone is trying to trick us by tiring us out in giving an inconsistent
answers. And all the time the stress ticking of the December 25
Christmas deadline with Santa coming to deliver a lump of coal for our
inadequacies of the proposal submission loomed in my consciousness.
Such a deadline seemed to cloud my best judgment in guessing how to
adequately answer and compare the duplicative information and
responses in a consistent manner. I am thinking this was a possibility
for most proposers. Granted, some information was absolutely
impossible to scientifically be accurate. So, the choice was state the
obvious to a scientist and risk offending a non-scientist who may have
written the question and possibly offend the questions maker (e.g. how
many species or number-how does one count the microscopic? grid
estimate? the questions to be answered did not give instructions.) In
several cases there had not been previous research or review of the
remote sites and there was no instruction of what to do in this case.
How does one count all the species that may be or have been and now
extinct or moved on to a more adaptable environment. Will they return
on a time when the proposers are not there and hence inaccurate
information may be submitted? Having talk with other volunteers
involved in submitting proposals, I found out I was not alone in my
quandary.
Now, with my experience as a past grant reviewer, I expect the Group
and Council want accurate responses to the written proposal questions.
Therefore, I ask you all to work with the site proposers, (primarily
community volunteers) to clarify the information submitted in the initial
public view version of the site proposal evaluation summaries. I have
faith being that you all choose a day of some people's faith (December

25) for the proposals to be submitted, you all want any accidental
misinformation to be corrected. Or, please publicly explain why you want
to evaluate accidental misinformation that was submitted either do to
the inexperience of the community volunteers or more likely due the
the the writer's of the questions not providing sufficient instruction
for community volunteers submitting accurate answers.   
My experience with the Marine Reserve establishment process was
many of us continually emphasized for the group not to evaluate
proposals based on funding of agencies staffing and funding support.
AND NOW WE KNOW THIS WORKED! As also with the establishment
of the Oregon Health Plan, the Beach Bill and with many other
innovative first ever Oregon initiatives. The evaluation of the Rocky
Habitat proposals should ONLY be as the initiative warrants. Does this
site need enhanced protection? Not, does it need protection only if
corresponding responsible agencies staff are available or if there is
money found to support enforcement?
I am proud of eight Oregon Communities that have committed to work
together despite their diversity in interests and livelihood for the good
of protecting Rocky Habitats. The MCA proposal communities of Ecola
Point, Chapman Point, Cape Lookout, Cape Foulweater, Blacklock Point
and Crook Point/Mack Reef. The MRA proposal community of Cape
Blanco. The MGA proposal community of Coquille Point. I am confident
you all share my pride of the hours of work, support, expert input and
share goals these communities committed. Please commend them and
support the communities goals to create Rocky Habitat protections.
This also will build on and continue the efforts and recommendations of
the 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so not to just to be a
bureaucratic waste of community time and energy.
I commend the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy
Advisory Council work in establishing Rocky Habitat protections along
the Oregon Coast. This process which brought together the volunteers,
community members, scientific experts and coastal economic
stakeholders should be valued by accepting their request to provide you
with the accurate and updated information you need to create the
necessary protections for the sustainable future of the Oregon Coast.
Respectfully Submitted, Christine DeMoll

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Diana Wales
TSP comments
Rocky Shore Habitats
Saturday, April 10, 2021 9:57:59 AM

Hello Members of the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council:
I urge the following:
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial site
proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the public to review. Any
misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as possible and prior to the working
groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30-day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’ programmatic
support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term efforts and
goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot
be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
I recommend strong consideration for the 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant
stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term goals and
objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape
Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook
Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for designation in the original
1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
In the future, I recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar to other
state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or federal agency public
proposal processes. Objective evaluation processes are essential to any state-run public
proposal process and would minimize much of the politicization of the process that has
emerged.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Diana Wales, President
Umpqua Valley Audubon Society
PO Box 381
Roseburg, Oregon 97471
dwales215@gmail.com
541-680-0436(m)

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Gordon Wetzel
TSP comments
East Cascades Audubon
Rocky Shores
Monday, April 12, 2021 8:09:37 AM

to: Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council:
The East Cascades Audubon Society supports the effort to update the Rocky Habitat
Protection Plan.
We recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear longterm goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA,
Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point
MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were
recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management
Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape
long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan
clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity
concerns.
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the initial
site proposal evaluation summaries initial
that are currently available for the public to review. Any misinformation should be
corrected and updated as soon
as possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30day comment period.
In the future, we recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is similar
to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or
federal agency public proposal processes. Objective evaluation processes are
essential to any state-run public proposal process and would minimize much of the
politicization of the process that has emerged.
Sincerely,
Gordon Wetzel, on behalf of the Board of East Cascades Audubon Society

Kathleen Sullivan
5161 Birch St. Apt. 4b
Astoria, OR 97103
April 15, 2021
RE: TSP.Comments@state.or.us Ecola Point, Chapman Point
Dear Chair and Members of the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
The entire Oregon Coast is a treasure to behold, however Ecola Point and Chapman Point are
particularly dear to the North Coast. Thank you also for listening to the North Coast Rocky Habitat
Management Coalition’s proposed recommendation on restricting intertidal invertebrate harvests.
Thank you for the important work you are doing to safeguard Ecola Point and Chapman Point by having
the areas be considered Marine Conservation Areas.
While it is never an easy task to set boundaries on human behavior, it is by setting boundaries and
standards that society moves forward. Oregon has endured catastrophic wildfires and the current
deadly pandemic, all resulting in trauma and economic losses, on top of the climate crisis. The North
Coast’s fishing industries have already been affected by warming and acidification of ocean waters. Our
beautiful starfish are dying. We are living in a time of peril and upset which affects people’s behavior.
We saw that this past year in our state and national park areas. We need to find ways to mitigate and
adapt to these difficult times. One way is to say, right here, these areas, must be respected no matter
what. We want to protect these areas for the living creatures that have nowhere else to be and need us
to intervene on their behalf.
In these limited areas, Ecola Point and Chapman Point, it is reasonable to say, “Harvesting in this area is
restricted. No, you may not climb on these rocks or jump and stomp in tidal pools that provide habitat
for protected and endangered wildlife, marine birds, and intertidal invertebrates. Yes, you must put
your dog on a leash near and around these areas, because untrained or uncontrolled dogs have injured,
and killed marine life. This is not the place for drones, kites, and fireworks that pester the air and sound
space of our marine birds .”
The Oregon Coast has remained “the People’s Coast” open for visitation, limited to development
because of visionary policy that led to laws. One only needs to visit a beach in Southern California to
note the incredible good fortune we enjoy with the accessibility of our coastal landscape. It is huge and
wide ranging. It is reasonable that out of the entire coast, limited areas be protected. That means
humans must curtail their behavior a bit. Just as surfers and horse-riders prefer certain beaches, people
with dogs can choose to frequent other areas that allow their dogs to run wild and free. Children,
teenagers, and agile adults can also find numerous other rock formations to climb. We’re taught not to
yell fire in a movie theater or horseplay in church. It is possible to change and control human behavior in
protected marine areas, but first rules and standards must be created and put on the books. If the rules
are stated, we will find ways to enforce them, because our North Coast Community residents love their
neighborhood beaches. Write the rules and the volunteers will come.
Working in hospitality for over ten years, I saw firsthand the influx of visitors to the North Coast. Our
visitors need to be educated not only on sneaker waves, but also fragile marine areas. Setting rules and
standards for these areas will help to educate people heading out to enjoy the beach. Serving as a

Clatsop County Commissioner for four years, I also respect the task you have been given. It takes
courage to act with vision.
The Rocky Habitat Working Group has the opportunity to set standards for a culture of protection for
these wonderous and fragile areas in a time of great environmental stresses. Creating Marine
Conservation Areas that protect Ecola Point and Chapman point are essential. Thank you for
incorporating the recommendations of the North Coast Rocky Habitat Management Coalition on limiting
harvest of intertidal invertebrates. Please also prohibit climbing and walking in these intertidal rocks
areas, as well as requiring dogs be on leashes. This is reasonable and doable, as is restricting drones,
kites, and fireworks. Remember at one time safety belts in cars were considered an infringement on
people’s freedom. Standards set do change behaviors and may also save lives.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Respectfully,
Kathleen Sullivan
ClatsopSullivan@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Virginia Wright
TSP comments
Support draft as is
Tuesday, April 13, 2021 7:28:21 AM

Thank you for your consideration of my comments on the proposed amendments to
the Rocky Shores Habitat Management Strategy.
I am a full time resident in Cannon Beach. I am out on the beach most days, often
more than once. I support the Working Group’s opinion that changes to the draft are
not necessary. I feel the proposed changes by some citizens are addressing a
problem that doesn’t really exist. People and their pets are not bothering or affecting
the birds and wildlife of Chapman Point and Ecola Point. The existing
Management Strategy offers the protection and preservation that the coast and
shoreline needs.
Thank you for the work that you do to support the coast that we live on and love. I
appreciate all the time you put it!
Virginia Wright
Cannon Beach

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chip SHEPHERD
TSP comments
Support for Blacklock Point Marine Conservation Area
Sunday, April 11, 2021 12:45:48 PM

Hello:
I am again writing in strong support of designating Blacklock Point as a Marine Conservation
Area under the OR Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. As a resident of Langlois, I live
adjacent to Floras Lake and can walk to to Blacklock Point and the spectacular sandstone
cliffs and sandy beach to the north. Although I do not have a personal relationship with other
sites under review, I support all of the current proposals coast wide being considered by the
Rocky Habitat Working Group.
As we all know, the Oregon Coast is becoming an ever increasingly popular destination and it
is important that we act now to ensure that all of the coast is protected for current and future
generations to enjoy. The designation as a Marine Conservation Area will facilitate public
stewardship, public education, and protection of these threatened habitats and the species that
call them home. As a "neighbor" I plan to be actively involved in all those efforts. Many of
my neighbors also enjoy the hike to Blacklock and have already asked how they can help. I
am confident that our commitment to be local stewards will add to the agencies efforts and in
no way become a burden on limited staff and resources.
As a volunteer for Coastwatch, COASST, and Snowy Plover Beach Patrol, I have seen how
citizens can support state and local efforts in habitat protection. This new model of "citizen
scientists" will only enhance the Rocky Habitat Management Strategy with no additional cost
or burden on government.   
Thank you for your thoughtful and careful consideration of this proposal.  
Chip Shepherd
47591 Leeward St.
Langlois, OR 97450

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

linda orpmllc.com
TSP comments
SUPPORT FOR HABITAT MANAGEMENT
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 10:21:01 AM

“To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Ecola Point and Chapman Point
under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These are habitat areas of special value,
and it is important that they be recognized and that the public be educated about their value
before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly
and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in a timely way, using objective evaluation
criteria.”

I have read through several of the proposals and am once again impressed with the research and
personal observations sited in the proposals. The dedication of our citizens involved in protecting
our natural habitats is overwhelming in its fervent intensity and love for our fellow creatures. At the
same time, fair in acknowledging that the beauty of our coast be available to humans, they strive to
educate those of us who are ignorant of the damage we do inadvertently to the habitat of wildlife
flora and fauna. Protecting rocky habitat where endangered wildlife raise their young and where it is
mostly unsafe for humans to play makes sense. Let’s do it!
Linda Knuth

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kristin Koptiuch
TSP comments
Support for Marine Conservation Areas
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 5:30:01 PM

“To the Rocky Habitat Working Group:
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Ecola Point and Chapman Point
under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. These among the most spectacular places
on the north Oregon coast, and some of my favorite hikes are in the Ecola area because of the
amazing views of these sites.
They are also habitat areas of special value, and it is important that they be recognized and that
the public be educated about their value before they are loved to death. I also urge that all current
proposals coastwide be reviewed fairly and transparently by the Rocky Habitat Working Group in
a timely way, using objective evaluation criteria.
Please use the Marine Conservation Area designation for these sites!
Thank you,

Kristin Koptiuch
Rockaway Beach, OR

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ann Vileisis
TSP comments
support for rocky shore habitat protections
Thursday, April 15, 2021 9:03:41 PM

Greetings, I am writing on behalf of the Kalmiopsis Audubon Society based on Oregon’s South Coast. Our group
has 400 members who are concerned about habitat for birds, fish, and wildlife, and so we support boosting
protection for the state’s valuable rocky shore habitat, up and down the coast.
In an earlier part of the public process, we submitted substantive and constructive testimony in support of proposals
in our local area. In this brief email, I’d like to reiterate our support for the Blacklock Point, Cape Blanco, Coquille
Point, and Crook Point proposals. These areas clearly have exemplary ecological values that deserve greater
protection.
Thank you for considering our perspective.
Sincerely,
Ann Vileisis
President
Kalmiopsis Audubon Society
P.O. Box 1265
Port Orford, OR 97465
541-332-0261
www.kalmiopsisaudubon.org

Rocky Shores Habitat Management Strategy

To whom it may concern,
We are strongly opposed to any designation of Cape Lookout for a Rocky Habitat Marine
Conservation Area.
Cape Lookout is an important fishing area as well as a safe harbor. It is the only area that a
fisherman without a boat can have an opportunity to catch lingcod and rockfish. The large
majority (most likely 90+ %) is inaccessible to humans just by the nature of its geography.
Nothing that the proponents want to do, cannot be done without the designation.
There was not a fishing representative on the committee that forwarded the proposal and
when one tried to join, he was told it was too late. There is no guarantee that if the proposal
is passed that there will not be mission creep or future need for enforcement to meet their
‘goals’.
The south side is used extensively by the dory fleet out of Pacific City. In the summer, a dory
can make its way up there in the morning and spend a day in beautiful sunshine protected
from the strong northwest winds.
Excluding historical users in favor of study and eco-tours appears to be exploitation disguised
as conservation.
Sincerely,
Craig Wenrick, Pacific City-Commercial fisherman
Captain John Holloway-Mary Kate, Recreational
Captain Al Barney, Holiday Charters
Captain Mick Buell and Linda Buell-Alaska Sunrise Charter boat
Captain Lance Fletcher-Norwester
Captain Joe Ockenfels- Siggi G Charters
Kelly Barnett- “The Spot” Seafood Store and Commercial Captain-The Silver Girl
Norm Shattuck, - Ocean Recreational fisherman
Gus Meyers Ocean Recreational Fisherman
Barbara Trout –Ocean Recreational Fisherwoman
Ty and Captain Tamara Mauntner-Garibaldi Charters

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

waynerifer@gmail.com
TSP comments
To the Rocky Habitat Working Group
Wednesday, March 31, 2021 8:11:34 PM

Dear Working Group members,
I strongly support Marine Conservation Area designation for Ecola Point and Chapman Point
under the Oregon Rocky Habitat Management Strategy. It is vital that these sites, and others
under consideration, be provided recognition and that their unique qualities be protected. When I
was younger and more mobile I was a regular visitor to these rocky habitats since they provide the
most intimate experience with sea life and Oregon’s sea-coast interface. For me, and for many
others, the rocky shorelines are the preeminent experience of Oregon. Please work for their
conservation and promote their responsible enjoyment by the public.
Regards from a proud and now retired Oregon native,
Wayne
Wayne Rifer
1975 NW 113th Ave.
Portland, OR 97229 USA
Home: +1 503-644-0294
Mobile: +1 503-329-8267
waynerifer@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

April Atwood
TSP comments
Update of the Draft Rocky Habitat Management Strategy
Wednesday, April 7, 2021 8:00:09 PM

I would like to ask the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council
to consider the following to protect coastal rocky habitats:
- please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies'
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help shape long-term
efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky habitat plan clearly states that
proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or capacity concerns.
I would like to recommend strong consideration for 8 of the 12 proposals that have gotten
significant stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term
goals and objectives. This includes: Ecola Point MCA, Chapman Point MCA, Cape Lookout
MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG, Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco
MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six of these sites were recommended for
designation in the original 1994 Rocky Habitat Management Strategy, so now is the time for
the state to follow through.
In the future, I would like to recommend that DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is
similar to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other state or
federal agency public proposal processes. Objective evaluation processes are essential to any
state-run public proposal process and would minimize much of the politicization of the
process that has that has emerged.
- sincerely,
April Atwood

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Betsy B
TSP comments
Public Comment in SUPPORT of the Audubon Society of Lincoln City"s Two Proposals
Saturday, March 27, 2021 9:04:32 AM

Dear Members of the Rocky Habitat Working Group,
I am writing to SUPPORT the Audubon Society of Lincoln City's proposals for CAPE
LOOKOUT and CAPE FOULWEATHER designations.
I have hiked at both locations several times and was delighted to see the variety of marine life,
birds and mammals. It is always an authentic, thrilling and meaningful experience. Please help
conserve these areas for future generations.
Sincerely,
Betsy Bredau
P.O. Box 132
Newport, OR 97365
(503) 636-1406

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marita Graube
TSP comments
Comments for Ecola Point and Chapman Point proposed Marine Conservation Areas
Monday, April 5, 2021 8:05:58 AM

Dear Rocky Habitat Working Group,
Thank you for your efforts to go through these proposals and agreeing to restrict intertidal
invertebrate harvesting. For the Ecola Point and Chapman Point proposed Marine
Conservation Areas I have the following comments.
  
I would like to ask the Working Group to consider placing restrictions on off-leash dogs. I
understand that this can present enforcement challenges, but I believe that simply having
posted and publicized restrictions would help reduce the number of dogs off-leash, even if it is
impossible to enforce. Even one dog being leashed could mean the difference of one more
seabird or marine mammal surviving. I have seen marine mammals trying to rest on the beach
near Chapman Point and have to quickly shuffle back into the water because of approaching
dogs. I have also seen owners let their dogs loose on seagulls trying to rest. I know that dogs
love the freedom of running around unrestricted, but they can also get quite excited and
difficult to control by voice. I’ve seen it happen many times with dogs running up to me and
my children due to the curious nature of dogs (and the owners being unsuccessful in calling
them back). I believe the beach is a wonderful spot for dogs to enjoy their freedom, but it
places a great stress on this fragile ecosystem. A designated on-leash area could help create
awareness about enjoying the beach responsibly at these protected areas, and also encourage
visiting the many other areas of Cannon Beach to run free off leash.
I would also urge the Working Group to restrict walking and climbing on intertidal rocks in
these areas. I have seen surfers paddle out to the “Bird Rocks” and walk along their edges.
This intertidal zone is such a small slice of the rocks and yet so important to the ecosystem. It
can be quickly damaged by people with each footprint. I believe we can still enjoy these
intertidal areas without harming wildlife.
Finally, I would like the Working Group to consider how to handle ongoing wildlife
disturbances. Cannon Beach has a small police staff and cannot be expected to handle each
and every violation when it is reported. This is witnessed every year at the 4th of July when
people set off fireworks, it’s reported, the police arrive when the fireworks are over, and then
as soon as they leave the fireworks start again. 2020 was the worst year of the last five years
with hundreds of large scale fireworks going up and down the beach while the murres and
seagulls on the Bird Rocks were panicking. Drones are also becoming more popular with
people hoping to capture the perfect experience and photos, without considering their impact
on the wildlife. It seems to be that the beach is being loved to death as our global population
grows.
I believe that increased stewardship of these areas will provide extra awareness about the
fragility of the shoreline and help it become a place that humans can enjoy and where wildlife
can survive and thrive.
Thank you for your time.
-Marita Graube

Cannon Beach homeowner

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alan Merkle
TSP comments
Rocky Habitat Management Strategy - Proposed Chapman Point Marine Conservation Area
Thursday, April 1, 2021 12:02:05 PM

I write to comment on the proposed new Chapman Point Marine Conservation Area. My wife and I have
been homeowners and part time residents of Cannon Beach for more than 40 years. We have always been
in the north beach area and now reside in the Chapman Point neighborhood. We have been accessing
Chapman Beach via 7th street as our daily route for beach walks since the time it was a rough gravel “ road”
barely providing access to a few rustic cabins . We highly value the diversity and richness of the area. Our
adult children took their first steps there, our 3 grandchildren now make sandcastles in the same place as
their parents.
We are responsible stewards of the area - our daily walks almost always include picking up one or two bags
full of trash/plastic bits or other matter harmful to birds.
We have always had well trained dogs and very much enjoy the wide open spaces of the beach for ball
chasing, swimming, sniffing the kelp and all other enjoyable adventures. Our children have dogs - and
none of our dogs have ever hassled any person or any bird and are not allowed on rocks or in tide pools. Our
kids and grandkids are not allowed to climb the rocks either. As most observers of the area would know,
high tide now comes all the way to the base of the dune and completely inundates the inlet north of 7th to
Chapman point. No birds are “on the beach" when the Tide is in - and in 40 years of walking the area, I
have never seen a fledgling walking the beach when the tide is out.
A number of the proposed restrictions are already in place. Fireworks are prohibited. Camping is prohibited
- yet they regularly occur. Saying they are prohibited again will not change that behavior - although if some
feel restating those restrictions will somehow bring about more compliance - fine.
I strongly recommend against the “dogs on leash only” recommendation. Dogs running up and down the
beach is an important part of the beach experience for many, many beach visitors. There is an almost
nightly gathering of dog owners “at the bench” at end of 7th for an evening beach walk. Almost none of the
dogs stay on leash, none behave inappropriately.
The proposed area of restrictions inappropriately includes the beach in front of the 7th street access trail.
Accordingly, the regulation would require all dogs to be on leash down the path at the end of 7th - down the
dune - not allowed to go north and must go south - on the beach for some distance, still on leash before
being released to run the Beach. That restriction is just way too restrictive. EVERY dog wants to be
released at the end of the path, top of the dune, allowed to run down the dune to the beach.
I am sorry to read that one of the proposers has had unpleasant encounters with dogs, being intimidated,
observing a dog knock over a photographers tripod, feeling it necessary to carry “dog spray”. None of
which have anything to do with protecting birds - and already a violation of the requirement that dogs off
leash be under voice control. It is also unfortunate she has encountered irresponsible dog owners - however,
if they are already irresponsible, putting new restrictions on the 99.9% of responsible dog owners is not an
appropriate remedy.
The restrictions of no rock climbing, no drones, no dogs on rocks or in tide pools - all fine and appropriate.
No kite flying too close to the rocks also fine. But the boundary as drawn - which again - appears to
include the whole beach in front of 7th street access is way over the top. That is one of the most popular
areas for families to make “day camp” on the beach with little kids and dogs hanging out for the day (and
often flying kites). It is completely inappropriate to severely restrict the use and enjoyment of hundreds of
beach goers - for fear that a fledgling might find itself on the beach when unable to fly. By all means
protect the nests in the rocks - from everything - but do not restrict use of the beach. Perhaps a “no dogs

off leash” within 10 or 20 ft of the base of the rocks would give a buffer to discourage any dog from getting
on the rocks - but declaring a huge portion of the desirable sandy beach area to be off limits to dogs unless
on leash is a regulation completely out of balance. It would seem that the likelihood of the black oyster
catcher fledgling on the beach exposure combined with irresponsible dog owner event is very rare
compared to the thousands of hours of beach time enjoyment by the residents of the north beach and
visitors.
In summary - restrict access and use of the rocks and trails that are part of bird habitat - but leave the sandy
beach to people and their dogs - and enforce the existing rules that dogs must be under control of their
owners. This is the only proper balance that is appropriate.
Alan Merkle
685 Oak St
Cannon Beach
206 200-4571

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sue Tarjan
TSP comments
Please advance 8 proposals to protect critical rocky habitat along the Oregon coast
Wednesday, March 24, 2021 4:09:06 PM

To members of the Rocky Habitat Working Group and the Ocean Policy Advisory Council:
Please work with site proposers to clarify any misrepresented information in the
initial site proposal evaluation summaries that are currently available for the
public to review. Any misinformation should be corrected and updated as soon as
possible and prior to the working groups re-evaluation of proposals after the 30day comment period.
Please do not evaluate proposals based on funding or the capacity of agencies’
programmatic support for implementation. The proposals were meant to help
shape long-term efforts and goals to improve site management. The rocky
habitat plan clearly states that proposals cannot be rejected based on funding or
capacity concerns.
Please strongly consider 8 out of the 12 proposals that have gotten significant
stakeholder and community support, expert input, and include clear long-term
goals and objectives. These eight proposals include Ecola Point MCA, Chapman
Point MCA, Cape Lookout MCA, Cape Foulweather MCA, Coquille Point MG,
Blacklock Point MCA, Cape Blanco MRA, and Crook Point/Mack Reef MCA. Six
of these sites were recommended for designation in the original 1994 Rocky
Habitat Management Strategy so now is time for the State to follow through.
In the future, we recommend DLCD use an objective evaluation rubric that is
similar to other state agency frameworks. DLCD staff can take ideas from other
state or federal agency public proposal processes. Objective evaluation
processes are essential to any state-run public proposal process and would
minimize much of the politicization of the process that has emerged.
Our beautiful Oregon coast is a treasure that can only endure with strong protections. My
husband and I are grateful that people like you are working to do the right thing for our state’s
important habits.
Sincerely,
Sue and Jim Tarjan
7401 N Ivanhoe Street
Portland, OR 97203

