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From: David Pratt

Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2010 8:54 AM

To: Nancy Chester

Subject: FW: Two more documents on Crook Point (ORCA)
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————— Original Message—--—-—

From: Cameron La Follette [mailto:thehomecountry@onemain.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2010 6:35 PM

To: David Pratt

Subject: Two more documents on Crook Point (ORCA)

Hi Dave,

Please also enter the two attached documents for the record in the Crook Point Destination
Resort hearing. They are two further appendices to the Oregon Coast Alliance testimony.

These are both chapters (Chapter 2 and Chapter 4) of the Comprehensive Conservation Plan
of the USFWS for the National Wildlife Refuge.

Thank you.
Cameron

Cameron La Follette

Land Use Director

Oregon Coast Alliance

P.O. Box 5464

Charleston, OR 97420
www.oregoncoastalliance.org
cameron@oregoncoastalliance.oryg

This message has been scanned for viruses and dangerous content by MailScanner, and is
believed to be clean.






Oregon Islands, Three Arch Rocks, and Cape Meares National Wildlife Refuges CCP/WSP

Chapter 2. Refuge Management Direction

2.1 Considerations in the Design of the CCP

In thinking through appropriate actions for this long-term conservation plan, Refuge Complex
staff members reviewed and considered a variety of resource, social, economic, and organizational
aspects important for managing these refuges. As is appropriate for a national wildlife refuge,
resource considerations were fundamental in developing this plan. House Report 105-106
accompanying the National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act of 1997 (P.L. 105-57)
amending the National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 668dd-
668ee) states “. . .the fundamental mission of our System is wildlife conservation: wildlife and
wildlife conservation must come first.”

The planning team for the Complex reviewed available scientific reports and studies to better
understand ecosystem trends and the latest scientific recommendations for managing and
conserving species and their habitats.

Local, state, and federal agencies and elected officials were contacted by the refuge planning team
to ascertain priorities and problems as perceived by others. The team also contacted refuge users,
nonprofit groups, and community organizations to ensure that their comments and ideas were
considered during CCP development. Details of public participation can be found Wlthm Chapter
1, section 1.9 Planning and Issue Identification.

2.2 General Guidelines

General guidelines for implementing the CCP follow, as do maps that summarize the proposed
CCP actions by refuge. These maps are labeled Figure 2-1 (North Coast); Figure 2-2 (Central
Coast); Figure 2-3 (South Coast); Figure 2-4 (Cape Meares detail); Figure 2-5 (Three Arch Rocks
detail); and Figure 2-6 (Oregon Islands Coquille Point Unit detail). :

To reduce the length and redundancy of the descriptions for individual refuges, commdn features
" are presented below. Refuge names have been listed within the text as appropriate When the
highlighted item is applicable only to that specific refuge.

2.2.1 Implementation subject to funding availability

Actions (strategies) will be implemented over the life of the CCP, contingent upon available
funding. It is the intent of the planning team that annual priorities will follow the final CCP
guidelines, although funding initiatives, unforeseeable management challenges, and varying
budgets may impact feasibility of actions from year to year. The CCP will be rev1evved every five
years and updated as necessary throughout its life.

2.2.2 Fire management plans

The 2004 Wildland Fire Management Plans for Cape Meares and Oregon Islands NWRs detail
response to the threat of wildfire and under what circumstances the Refuges will use wildland fire
as a tool on refuge lands. Three Arch Rocks NWR is covered under a signed exemption from the
requirement for a fire management plan. The fire management plans and the exemption are
incorporated through reference in the CCP.
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Oregon Islands, Three Arch Rocks, and Cape Meares National Wildlife Refuges CCP/WSP

2.2.3 Invasive species control

The greatest threats to most habitat types on these Refuges are invasive plant and animal species.
Therefore, control/eradication of invasive species that negatively impact refuge wildlife
populations or habitats will be a strategy during the life of the CCP. The top priorities for control
are sea fig (a.k.a. ice plant, Carpobrotus chilensis), Himalayan blackberry (Rubus discolor), tansy
ragwort (Senecio jacobaea) and introduced mammalian predators including rats (Rattus
norvegicus), feral cats (Felis catus), and red fox (Vulpes vulpes). Invasive plants and animals will
be treated with integrated pest management techniques and tools.

2.2.4 Integrated pest management (IPM)

In accordance with 517 DM 1 and 7 RM 14, an integrated pest management (IPM) approach will
be utilized, where practicable, to eradicate, control, or contain pest and invasive species (herein
collectively referred to as pests) on the Refuges. Integrated pest management will involve using
methods based upon effectiveness, cost, and minimal ecological disruption, which considers
minimum potential effects to non-target species and the refuge environment. Pesticides may be
used where physical, cultural, and biological methods or combinations thereof, are impractical or
incapable of providing adequate control, eradication, or containment. Furthermore, pesticides will
be used primarily to supplement, rather than as a substitute for, practical and effective control
measures of other types. If a pesticide would be needed on a refuge, the most specific (selective)
chemical available for the target species would be used unless considerations of persistence or
other environmental and/or biotic hazards would preclude it. In accordance with 517 DM 1,
pesticide usage will be further restricted because only pesticides registered with the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) in full compliance with the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) and as provided in regulations, orders, or permits issued
by USEPA may be applied on lands and waters under the Complex’s jurisdiction.

Environmental harm by pest species will refer to a biologically substantial decrease in
environmental quality as indicated by a variety of potential factors including declines in native
species populations or communities, degraded habitat quality or long-term habitat loss, and/or
altered ecological processes. Environmental harm may be a result of direct effects of pests on
native species including preying and feeding on them; causing or vectoring diseases; preventing
them from reproducing or killing their young; out-competing them for food, nutrients, light, nest
sites or other vital resources; or hybridizing with them so frequently that within a few
generations, few if any truly native individuals remain. In contrast, environmental harm can be
the result of an indirect effect of pest species. For example, invasive sea fig (ice plant) is present
on the mainland and on a number of other nearshore rocks and is spreading. This introduced
plant species forms vast monospecific zones, lowering biodiversity, outcompeting native plants,
and eliminating habitat for burrow-nesting seabird species.

Environmental harm may also include detrimental changes in ecological processes, and may cause
or be associated with economic losses and damage to human, plant, and animal health. For
example, invasions by highly flammable European gorse (Ulex europaeus), which alters entire
plant and animal communities by eliminating or sharply reducing populations of many native plant
and animal species, can also greatly increase fire prevention and fire-fighting costs.

Along with a more detailed discussion of TPM techniques, the Complex’s IPM Plan (2009)
describes the selective use of pesticides for pest management on the Complex Refuges, where
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Oregon Islands, Three Arch Rocks, and Cape Meares National Wildlife Refuges CCP/WSP

Figure 2-1. North Coast National Wildlife Refuges and Wilderness Areas CCP/WSP Overview
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The back sides of maps are blank to improve readability.
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QOregon Islands, Three Arch Rocks, and Cape Meares National Wildlife Refuges CCP/WSP

Flgure 2 2. Central Coast CCP/WSP Overwew Dregon lslands NWR and Wllderness Area
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The back sides of maps are blank to improve readability.
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