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From: Kimberley Priestley <kjp@waterwatch.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 6:18 AM 
To: roxann.b.borisch@state.or.us 
Cc: Shaun Clements <Shaun.Clements@oregonstate.edu>; 'davia.m.palmeri@state.or.us' 
<davia.m.palmeri@state.or.us>; Michelle Tate <Michelle.L.Tate@state.or.us> 
Subject: Comments, ODFW Climate and Ocean Change Policy  
 
Hi Roxanne,  
 
Attached please find WaterWatch’s comments on ODFW’s draft Climate and Ocean Change 
Policy.  If you could please provide these to the Commission before Friday’s meeting we would 
appreciate it.  
 
If you have any questions email is the best route.  
 
Thank you, Kimberley  
 
Kimberley Priestley, Senior Policy Analyst 
WaterWatch of Oregon 
213 SW Ash, Suite 208  
Portland, OR  97204 
503-295-4039, x 3 
www.waterwatch.org  
 
The information contained in this email message may be privileged, confidential and protected from disclosure.  
If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying is strictly prohibited.  
If you think that you have received this email message in error, please notify the sender by reply email and  
delete the message and any attachments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.waterwatch.org/


 
 
July 6, 2020 
 

WaterWatch of Oregon 
Protecting Natural Flows In Oregon Rivers 
 
Rules Coordinator 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
4034 Fairview Industrial Drive SE 
Salem, OR 97302 

 
RE: Climate and Ocean Change Policy Draft Rules 

Dear Rules Coordinator, 

WaterWatch is a river conservation group dedicated to restoring and protecting streamflow 
statewide. We appreciate the opportunity to comment on ODFW’s draft Climate and Ocean 
Change Policy Rules. 

 
As a river conservation group, we strongly support ODFW’s work to protect and restore healthy, 
complex and connected freshwater habitats across Oregon. We hope for a climate change policy 
that will strengthen this work and provide ODFW tools for strategic advancements. As the 
agency charged with protecting and enhancing Oregon’s fish and wildlife and their habitat, 
ODFW should provide leadership in agency and statewide conversations as to how to protect 
our state’s fish, wildlife and habitat in the face of global warming. 
 

 
WaterWatch is especially concerned about the impacts of a warming planet on rivers, wetlands 
and aquifers. Poor water management over the last century has resulted in over-allocated 
streams and aquifers, impaired water quality and degraded ecosystems that cannot support the 
many fish and wildlife species that are dependent upon them. Without action, climate change 
will only exacerbate existing legacy issues.  Climate experts are increasingly highlighting the 
importance of protecting water resources as part of climate resiliency strategies, especially 
those that mitigate for changes in hydrology and temperature caused by climate change.  
Scientists are calling for water management actions that protect and restore stream flow during 
summer and autumn to mitigate changes in tributary hydrology, safeguard groundwater systems 
to provide cold water to riverine ecosystems, preserve wetlands to serve as carbon sinks, and 
reconnect complex freshwater habitat. While ultimate decisions as to water management lie 
largely with the Oregon Department of Water Resources, ODFW plays a critical role by 
providing input into many of OWRD’s water allocation and reallocation processes (new 
permits, transfers, extensions, etcetera). 

 
While WaterWatch is very supportive of ODFW’s growing attention to climate change, we do 
have a few comments on the Climate and Ocean Change Policy as proposed. We will offer 
comments by section, but in general we do believe that ODFW could make the rules more 
robust by including specific direction on measures to protect and restore habitat. Comments are 
provided by section. 
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OAR 635-900-0001, Purpose: While we applaud the purpose, we have questions as to whether 
the rules achieve this purpose, see e.g. comments on the “Key Principles” in OAR 635-900-0015. 

 
OAR 635-900-00201, Key Operations Principles: There is no definition of “key operations” in 
this rule; as such it is unclear to the public what is meant by this term. Without a definition, this 
section of rule seems very narrow. 

 
OAR 635-900-0003, Key Assumptions 

 
 

 
We would suggest instead of the word “assumption” the heading ODFW use language such 
as “Foundational Scientific Projections” or something similar. “Assumptions” mean “without 
proof”. Similarly, in the body rather than stating “we assume”, alter language so that it reads 
“based on current science, air temperatures will continue to increase…..” 

 
Also, much of the language in this section does not seem appropriate for a rule. We would 
suggest deleting or revising language so that the rule language is limited to straightforward 
direction or statement of fact. For instance, Section (2) could be shorted to simply lay out 
“expected impacts” and then list (a) through (d) without the preamble in the body of (2). 
Similarly, Section (3) could be 

struck. OAR 635-900-0005, Goals 

 
These are admirable goals, but as stated previously, we do not believe that the Key Principles 
will achieve these. 

 
OAR 635-900-0007, Implementation 

 
This section appears to be the only link to ODFW review of water permitting or other 
actions (including Division 33 and municipal extensions) however, the cited Key Principles 
do not provide meaningful direction. 

 
OAR 653-900-0010, Statewide Coordination of Climate and Ocean Change Response 

 

Section 4 includes language that could be used to undercut ODFW’s mission to protect 
fish, wildlife and habitat. Specifically, we have concerns with the language that states “This 
collective effort should strive for a balanced response across sectors and avoid or minimize 
negative outcomes for fish and wildlife.” While “balance” might be appropriate in some 
instances, in some cases the need to protect fish and wildlife might not be congruent with 
“balance”. In fact, too often the word “balance” is used in agency decisions (especially related to 
water) to undercut the needs of species and/or habitats. By inserting this sentence in section 4, 
the rules undermine ODFW’s ability to approach situations appropriately. 

 
Section 5 is too vague to drive real change, and like section 4 could lead to unintended 
consequences. For instance, section (5)(a) directs protection of “water supply”. We think what 
is meant is “instream water supply” but as written it could result in the weakening of existing 

 
 

1 Note: I believe this is a typo and should be -0002 not -0020 
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regulations (i.e. Division 33) to ensure that “water supply” (i.e. water for farmers, cities, 
mining, industry) is protected. We feel strongly that this needs to be amended to say “instream 
water supply” to protect against this potential threat. 

 
Section 6, again, sets a bar that could lead to unintended undermining of current programs 
and/or approaches. Specifically, by including in rule language that says “This effort should 
strive for multiple benefits”, an unintended consequence could be that a spectacular restoration 
and/or protection project that doesn’t achieve “multiple” benefits might be seen as lesser value 
than one that only provides mediocre habitat restoration value. We have seen this play out in 
funding decisions with other agencies and would not want this language to hamper ODFW’s 
climate change work here. 

 
In general, this section as a whole seems to lack directives that will, with certainty, lead 
to action. This is exacerbated by the use of the word “should” rather than “shall”. 

 
OAR 635-900-0015, Key Science Principles 

 
We would suggest replacing the “should” with “shall” in Subsections (1) through (5) of the Key 
Science Principles. 

 
We would also suggest direction in Subsection (2) that makes it clear that ODFW will use this in 
its required analysis relating to water allocation and reallocation decisions (Division 33, 
municipal extensions, transfers, etcetera). It would be helpful in achieving the stated purpose and 
goals if the rules directed ODFW to consider climate change in these decisions. The OWRD 
does not generally incorporate climate change in their decisions, so it is that much more 
important that ODFW provide leadership by considering climate change impacts when it weighs 
in on water decisions (among other issues). 

 
Subsection (4) is unclear as to meaning; it also does not seem particularly helpful to 
achieving the stated purposes and goals. We would suggest cutting this section. 

 
OAR 635-900-0017, Key Species and Habitat Principles 

 

Section (1): We would suggest cutting everything but the first sentence of Section 1. The rules 
should speak to directives only, not include in the language explanations of the directive. If 
ODFW wants to make a record as to why they have put in this directive, it seems to us that is 
more appropriately achieved in the staff report. 

 
Section (2): We would suggest deleting “to the extent predictions are available” in the first 
sentence. The directive is already tempered by a “should”, it does not need to be further 
weakened by “to the extent predictions are available”. The alternative would be to direct that 
they “shall” and then temper with “to the extent predictions are available”. The last sentence 
seems unnecessary; and unless “long view” is defined in rule could lead to differences in 
interpretation and/or challengeable rule language. 



 
Section (3): The second sentence seems unnecessary as it largely repeats the directive that is in the 
first sentence. It also adds language that could be more easily challenged. We would suggest striking. 

 
Section (4): The latter half of the directive seems unnecessary; we would suggest striking “including 
when faced with scientific and management uncertainty”. 

 
Section (5): It is unclear what is meant by “to be most efficient” in the first sentence. We would 
suggest striking this language. Again, rules should be limited to directives. Explanatory notes should 
be limited to staff reports or other documentation, not included in rule directives. 
To that end, it seems to us that section (5) should be limited to the first sentence, sans “to be most 
efficient”. 

 
Section (7): It seems unnecessary to include both “give priority” language as well as “assign 
lower priority”. It goes to reason that giving priority to named actions means that others are of lesser 
priority. To that end, subsection (c) seems unnecessary. 

 
Additionally, we have concerns with (d). Carbon sequestration projects can have unintended 
consequences (for instance, drawing down aquifers). As such, (d) seems overbroad; ODFW should 
have the discretion to review every project without this guidance that directs them to support actions 
that maximize carbon sequestration. 

 
Conclusion: WaterWatch very much supports ODFW’s desire to provide leadership on climate change 
issues and we support that going forward. It is critical work. That said, we think the rules could be 
strengthened to ensure that ODFW has regulatory backing to incorporate climate change consideration 
into its policy, budget and management decisions, and importantly, to lead other agencies to do the 
same when it comes to decisions that affect Oregon’s fish, wildlife and habitat. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kimberley Priestley Senior 
Policy Analyst 

 
cc: Shaun Clements 

Davia Palmeri 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
From: Helen Kennedy <helenmkennedy1@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2020 8:03 AM 
To: odfw.commission@state.or.us; curt.melcher@state.or.us 
Cc: SHEERAN Kristen * GOV <kristen.sheeran@oregon.gov>; Cathy Macdonald <cmacdonald@tnc.org> 
Subject: Comments on ODFW Climate Action Plan and Budget 
 
Please see the attached letter.  
 
Thank you, 
Helen Kennedy 
Marcola 
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July 7, 2020 
 

Curt Melcher, Director, Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Mary Wahl, Chair, Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission 

 
Re: Comments on the Climate Actions Report by the Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) and ODFW’s 
Proposed Budget 

 
Dear Director Melcher and Chair Wahl, 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the May 15, 2020 climate action plan under Governor Brown’s 
Executive Order 20-04 (EO), as well as the ODFW budget for 2021-23. We applaud ODFW’s leadership in 
responding to the climate-induced impacts on Oregon’s fish and wildlife and their habitats and when developing 
adaptations to ensure that these resources remain robust for all Oregonian. 

 
Because of the accelerating nature of the climate crisis, we recommend that ODFW act quickly to enhance its 
climate programs. As experts, ODFW staff are key to educating and guiding Oregonians on how to avoid and 
adapt to the changes to our climate while safeguarding our natural resources. We value your expertise and 
encourage you to act boldly when communicating threats and solutions to the climate crisis. Therefore, we 
respectfully offer our recommendations and comments. 

 
Expand Public Engagement 

 
We strongly urge ODFW to consider expanding public participation by and outreach to vulnerable populations 
and impacted communities, including rural and coastal communities. Such efforts could be developed with input 
from the Environmental Justice Task Force (EJTF), and could include the following: 

 
● Adopt a Consumer Alerts System for Climate Risks. Citizens in impacted communities often rely heavily 

on fish and wildlife harvest, and consequently are disproportionately affected when these resources are 
jeopardized by changing climatic conditions, including pollution, disease, and parasites. ODFW can 
provide this valuable health information in several languages. 

● Convene an Environmental Justice Citizens Advisory Committee. 
● Develop fact sheets and media presentations in English and other languages on: the health and social 

benefits of habitat protection, sequestration, and species diversity; and the risks to fish and wildlife 
resources of not reducing GHG emissions rapidly and substantially. 

● Establish a Youth Program that engages others on fish and wildlife affected by climate change. 
● Post videos on how ODFW is going green at its facilities and is protecting our fish and wildlife from 

climate-induced impacts. 
 

Expedite Actions by Implementing a Suite of Fast-Track Measures 
 

Section 3B of the Executive Order placed climate actions on a fast track. It expressly instructs all agencies to 
“prioritize” and “expedite all processes, including budgets, to address GHG reductions and climate resiliency.” 
We encourage ODFW to be innovative in expediting actions under its Climate Plan and its new Climate and 
Ocean Change Policy. Below are possible expediting actions: 

● Complete the Plan for Reducing Carbon for ODFW Facilities and Operations by March 2021. 
● Develop and expedite a more detailed schedule of implementing both the EO Climate Plan and Climate 

and Ocean Change Policy. 
● Issue Guidance Documents of Best Practices for fish and wildlife habitat protection, including water 

availability, for landowners, local governments and state agencies. ODFW and the Commission should 
explore funding mechanisms to provide location-specific advice. 
 

1 
 



Close the GHG Emissions Gap with Green Energy and Energy Efficient Facilities and Operations 
 

The past decade has shown that we need more bold steps to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions because 
the gap between Oregon emissions and the goals (emission gap) keeps growing.1 

 

 
Oregon Global Warming Commission, Biennial Report to the Legislature for the 2019 Legislative Session (2018). 

 

Oregon is at a crossroads. If we do not make steep cuts in GHG emissions between now and 2025, the costs will 
skyrocket and the climate impacts of extreme weather will impact almost every sector of our economy.2 In 
2019, the UN stated clearly: 

 
Every day we delay, the steeper and more difficult the cuts become. By just 2025, the cut needed would 
be 15.5% each year, making the 1.5°C target almost impossible.3 

We fully support ODFW’s decision to reduce GHG emissions from its facilities and operations by prioritizing 
energy efficiency and using renewable energy, including hydroelectric power generated at its facilities. In 
addition, we believe 2020-22 is the best time for ODFW to convert to electric all of its light weight and half of its 
medium weight vehicles. We urge ODFW to seek full funding to expedite the transition off fossil fuels by 2040, if 
not earlier. Finally, the public should be informed yearly of green improvements ODFW makes to its facilities. 

 

Fund Coordination and Outreach for Environmental Justice and Impacted Communities 
 

Section 3C of the Executive Order places a priority on vulnerable populations and impacted communities and 
requires consultation with the EJTF. These efforts need to be adequately funded in order to be effective. In 
order to achieve quality participation from rural, coastal and low-income communities, DOFW needs more 
methods than just the internet. Hence it needs the funds for a meaningful and robust program. We recommend 
that ODFW and the Commission include in its budget request support for these environmental justice activities. 

 
 

1 Oregon Global Warming Commission, Biennial Report to the Legislature for the 2019 Legislative Session (December 2018). 
Meeting Our Goals 
2 United Nations Environment Program, Emissions Gap Report 2019. Nairobi. UNEP (2019). 
http://www.unenvironment.org/emissionsgap 
3 Visual feature: The Emissions Gap Report 2019 
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Add immediate climate actions in the budget requests for staffing/funding in 2020 and 2021 
 

We understand that it will be challenging to implement climate actions during times of economic and budget 
constraints. Because this is a crisis, we urge the agency to consider shifting more of its existing staff resources 
into climate actions. We recommend that ODFW and the Commission develop more robust climate actions in 
its Policy Option Packages for the 2021-23 biennium, such as: 

● Funds for expediting the Climate Actions and the GHG facilities/operations reduction. 
● Staff for environmental justice outreach. 
● Funds for electric vehicles and charging infrastructure. 
● Bonding for green and efficient building renovations as part of Oregon’s economic recovery. 
● Make climate a top priority for use of federal funds, including fish and wildlife management funds, 

grant funds and stimulus funds. 
 

Embed the Social Costs of Carbon into all Processes 
 

We strongly encourage ODFW to apply the social costs of carbon when evaluating renovations of or addition 
of new facilities, and to its operations. This tool will be helpful in finalizing the budget and policy option 
packages. The costs of continued greenhouse gas emissions are huge. At the same time the savings from 
rapid reductions in carbon emissions can be significant.4 The federal Interagency Working Group on the 
Social Cost of Carbon (IWG) has calculated a SCC to reflect many of the climate change impacts on health, 
natural resources, and infrastructure. These numbers represent massive damages to health, property and 
our economy that will continue to rise if we delay the reductions. 

 
Applying Social Costs of Carbon analyses in its policy option packages and budget decisions drive prudent 
policy and economic development choices.5 The actual Social Costs of Carbon utilized could be fashioned 
after the 2017 IWG. The 95th percentile cost figure should be used rather than the average predicted cost. 
This higher figure reflects the high impact of climate change that is already occurring and better reflects true 
costs as most models omit quantification of many impacts (such as ocean acidification on fisheries).6Likewise, 
we need to set the discount rate at 2 percent or lower given the short duration of time we have to institute 
reductions to avoid greater catastrophe. ODFW could work closely with the Oregon Department of Energy, 
the Global Warming Commission and economists to embed the SCC in local land use and development codes. 

 
Habitat Restoration and Climate Adaptation Programs 

 
Oregon’s bounty of fish, wildlife and diverse ecosystems is invaluable. To keep it we must have robust and 
expedited fish and wildlife climate programs. ODFW will have to establish short-term and long-term 
priorities and schedules. For example, as the drought advances, adaptive fish passage methods will become 
more crucial for commercial fisheries. We strongly encourage ODFW and the Commission to expand its 
policy options packages for habitat restoration and climate adaptation. 

 
Carbon Sequestration in section 12 of the Executive Order 

The ability of west side forests to sequester carbon rivals that of the tropics.7 Wetlands restoration and 
changing agriculture practices would improve Oregon’s carbon sequestration. Developing a plan along with 
the Oregon Global Warming Commission is an important component of addressing climate change and we  

 
 

4 See e.g., Oregon Department of Energy, Primer on the Social Costs of Carbon(May 2020) SCC Primer 
5 See e.g., Oregon Department of Energy, Primer on the Social Costs of Carbon (May 2020) SCC Primer 
6 Paul, I et. al., Institute of Policy Integrity, The Social Cost of Greenhouse Gases and State Policy. Oct 2017. 
The https://policyintegrity.org/files/publications/SCC_State_Guidance.pdf 
7 Keith H, Mackey BG, Lindenmayer DB (2009) Re-evaluation of forest biomass carbon stocks and lessons from the world’s 
most carbon-dense forests. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 106:11635–11640. 
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support ODFW involvement with this action, including on lands managed by ODFW. However, please be 
mindful that carbon sequestration and storage is needed in addition to GHG reductions and not a 
substitution for emissions. 

 
Current agricultural practices are a large emitter of greenhouse gases via carbon loss from tillage, soil 
erosion and methane from animal production and sewage as quantified by the Department of Energy. 
Clearcutting contributes more GHG emissions in Oregon than transportation.8 However, these emissions 
have not been counted in Oregon’s GHG emissions data. Clearcutting GHG emissions are composed of a 
combination of the loss from sequestration of trees, burning of logging residue (46%), landfilling of scrap 
or milled portions of trees, and trucking. The vast majority of products end up in landfills off-gassing within 
weeks to decades. Recent research has shown that at most 16 percent of carbon may be conserved in 
forest products for up to one hundred years. This is outlined in the 2018 report by the Oregon Global 
Warming Commission entitled, Forest Carbon Accounting Project.9 

 
We request that you consider these suggestions: 

 
● Include carbon sequestration into the evaluation of land and facilities management decisions along 

with 
its value to Oregon’s economy, health, and avoidance of other climate impacts. 

● Require a shift from rapid rotation logging (30-50 years) to rotations of 80 years or more for 
increased sequestration, and promote selective logging that protects the integrity of the forest.10 
Both of these actions will also reduce the harms from clearcutting, such as degraded water quantity 
and quality which impacts water resources for cities, agriculture, and also kills salmon and other fish, 
stops sequestration of trees for up to 11 years, and increases soil carbon loss.11 

● Require full valuation of the carbon sequestration of state forest lands in determining whether to 
log. It takes 100 to 350 years to restore carbon in forests degraded by logging.12 

 
In closing, we appreciate this opportunity to encourage climate 

actions. Sincerely, 

 
Helen Kennedy (Lane County) 
Catherine Thomason (Multnomah 
County) Ron Rhew (Multnomah County) 

 
cc: Kristen Sheeran, Governor’s Office of Climate Policy 

Cathy Macdonald, Chair, Oregon Global Warming Commission 
 

 

8 Law, Beverly, et al. Land Use Strategies to mitigate climate change in Carbon Dense Temperate Forests. PNAS, Jan 
22, 2018. www.pnas.org/lookup/suppl/doi:10.1073/pnas.1720064115/-/DCSupplemental. 
9 Oregon Global Warming Commission, “Forest Carbon Accounting Project”, 2018 
10 Ibid. (Law-2018) 
11 Ibid. OGWC. 
12 Hudiburg, TW, BE Law, DP Turner, J Campbell, D Donato, M Duane. 2009. Carbon dynamics of Oregon and 
Northern California forests and potential land-based carbon storage. Ecol Applic 19:163-180. 
https://esajournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1890/07-2006 
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From: Brian McLachlan <bamclachlan@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:27 PM 
To: Davia.M.Palmari@state.or.us 
Cc: ODFW Commission <ODFW.Commission@coho2.dfw.state.or.us> 
Subject: Climate and Ocean Change Policy  
 
Hi Davia, 
 
To follow up our call today, I’ve included below my suggested revisions to section 635-900-0017 of 
ODFW’s Climate and Ocean Change Policy. As we discussed, my concern is primarily with the word 
“principle” as that appears to elevate what follows above all other obligations of the Department, 
whereas ORS 496.012 lists a number of co-equal obligations. I agree with what I understand is the intent 
of the section – to emphasize that in large measure the ability to harvest, view and/or otherwise utilize 
most fish and wildlife resources is dependent on the health of wild populations, including native species 
in their indigenous habitat. Thanks for considering my suggestions and for your efforts on this policy.  
 
Brian McLachlan 
 
635-900-0017 
Climate and Ocean Change Key Species and Habitat Management Principles  

A primary The Department’s principle obligation of the Department is the conservation of naturally 
produced native species in the geographic areas to which they are indigenous. It is on this platform of 
conservation that the social and economic benefits of harvest and viewing can be more fully are realized. As 
such, the ability to utilize fish and wildlife for harvest or viewing is often dependent on the health of wild 
populations. Conservation and use are not mutually exclusive, and can be fully integrated through risk 
management that scales use appropriately to avoid undermining conservation.   
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To:  ODFW Commission  July 6, 2020 
Via email: odfw.commission@state.or.us. 
RE:  July 10th Commission meeting;  Exhibit C:  Draft Climate and Ocean Change Policy 
 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am writing in support of adopting the draft Climate and Ocean Change Policy, with one 
requested modification.    

I applaud the Department’s leadership in setting out this policy and the role set for your 
department to play in coordination among other agencies and entities, its role in incorporating 
climate and ocean change into your research, management and prioritization, in your internal 
agency actions to reduce greenhouse gas emission, and your role in public education.  

I serve as the Conservation representative to the Ocean Acidification and Hypoxia Council, 
appointed by the Ocean Policy Advisory Council.  In that role I have become well informed 
about how Oregon is ground zero for ocean acidification (OA) and how both OA and hypoxia is 
and will likely to continue to affect such iconic species such as Dungeness Crab, salmon, and 
halibut.  Additionally, living on the coast I am aware of the increasing warming, the difference 
in rain patterns and intensity and the increasing challenges to whales, sea birds, salmon and 
trees that are likely caused by shifts caused by our warming planet. 

The distressing part is that there is little that can be done.  However, one of those things is to 
identify and maintain key functioning habitats and keystone species that may help buffer these 
impacts.  Such habitats as eelgrass and kelp habitats that may provide some mitigation and 
are key habitats for young salmon and black rockfish and many thousands of other species, 
tidal marshes that can take up large amounts of carbon and provide cool refugia in their deep, 
ocean-influenced channels, and cold water streams that provide refugia for salmon.  Keystone 
species that help maintain these habitats such as the potential re-introduction of sea otters that 
prevent our kelp forests from turning into sea urchin barrens are also important.    

Therefore I would suggest the following addition to your draft policy 635-900-0017 (7) 

Climate and Ocean Change Key Species and Habitat Management Principles  
After line 23 on page add a new (b) that would read: 

Give priority to protecting foundational habitats and keystone species that help 
maintain a diversity of other species and provide potential capacity to buffer the impacts of climate 
change.  
 

Thank you for considering this change. 

Fran Recht 

P.O. Box 1344, Depoe Bay, OR 97341 

541-765-2234 
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