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HE MISSION OF THE PACIFIC COAST WATERSHED PARTNERSHIP
is to promote the restoration of naturally functioning watersheds from
headwaters to estuary. Success will be measured by an increasing capacity
of Oregon and Washington coastal communities to support healthy
ecosystems, diversified economies, and increased employment.
Through a collaborative learning network, the Partnership links
knowledge and experience gained in each community to others

across the region.

The Pacific Coast Watershed Partnership focuses efforts on a

group of five Oregon and Washington coastal watersheds,

as well as the Lower Columbia River. ®

www.pacificwatersheds.net

Map by Analisa Gunnell
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HE NOTION OF “PARTNERSHIP” HARDLY In selecting the Siuslaw partnership from among

seems innovative. Yet prior to the USDA Forest finalists that spanned five continents, the Australia-
Service introduction of Community-Based Watershed based River Foundation commended the partners for
Restoration Partnerships, there had been no fostering a spirit of cooperation among all parties.
strong national approach applied to public-private “If there’s a common theme here,” wrote the Eugene
collaboration. We have long understood that the Register Guard on the Siuslaw’s recognition, “it’s
watershed is an optimal scale for addressing a host of that of the immense power and impetus that comes
environmental concerns. Now we are seeing that, by when diverse, even conflicting, interests are drawn
working together on a watershed scale, both public into a common cause.” I can’t help but think that
land managers and local communities can be more these distinctions reflect well on the direction the
successful in achieving restoration goals. Forest Service has taken with the Community-Based

Watershed Restoration Partnerships as a whole. When

In 1999, 16 large-scale watershed partnership we work in concert, our achievements know no
projects were selected from among a group of more bounds.
than 60 candidates to become national prototypes
of progressive management. Each worked to build The time has come to build a shared vision for
consensus on priorities and to forge new alliances restored ecosystems and regional economies along
among tribes, private landowners, local businesses, the Pacific Coast. Won’t you join us?

non-profit organizations, and federal, state, and local

agencies. /{Wo@/ Lpbman
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sharing similar geographies and facing similar USDA Forest Service

challenges, have been part of a group effort Portland, Oregon PATTERNS OF SETTLEMENT 4
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them. Recent honors awarded to both Oregon'’s February 2005
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WHY RESTORATION?

PERCEPTIONS OF THE NATURAL WORLD VARY
GREATLY. SOME HAVE VIEWED NATURE AS A GIFT OF
THE CREATOR, OTHERS AS AN ORGANIC MACHINE
OR LIVING ECOSYSTEM. THESE DAYS, WITH THE
ECONOMY PLAYING A PIVOTAL ROLE IN OUR
SOCIETY, WE MIGHT ALSO TURN TO THE LANGUAGE
OF ECONOMICS TO UNDERSTAND THE NATURAL
ENVIRONMENT.

CAST IN ECONOMIC TERMS, NATURAL RESOURCES
FUNCTION AS CAPITAL ASSETS. AS BANK ACCOUNTS
OFFER INTEREST OR STOCKS PAY DIVIDENDS,
HEALTHY NATURAL SYSTEMS SUPPLY TANGIBLE

AND VALUABLE BENEFITS OVER TIME. ECOLOGICAL
SERVICES, SUCH AS CLEAN WATER AND CLIMATE
REGULATION, SATISFY OUR MOST PRECIOUS NEEDS.
ALONG THE WEST COAST, THE YEARLY RETURN OF
PACIFIC SALMON IS ANOTHER BENEFIT SUSTAINED
BY THE NATURAL ASSET BASE.

OVER THE YEARS, ACTIVE MANAGEMENT OF THE
LANDSCAPE HAS EXPANDED STEADILY — AND OFTEN
AT THE EXPENSE OF NATURAL SYSTEMS. WHILE

HARD TIMES HAVE BECOME APPARENT IN SOME
RESOURCE-DEPENDENT COMMUNITIES, IT’S EASY TO
FORGET THAT, FROM THE 2X4S IN OUR WALLS TO THE
CHEESE ON OUR PLATES, WE ALL LIVE IN RESOURCE-
DEPENDENT COMMUNITIES.

BUT A NEW ERA IS DAWNING. JUST AS THE

PIONEERS OF PREVIOUS CENTURIES PUT IN PLACE
THE PRODUCTIVE ASSETS — LIKE FENCES AND
HOMESTEADS — THAT INCREASED THE CAPACITY OF
THE LAND TO DELIVER FOR THEM, TODAY’S PIONEERS
OF A NEW ECONOMY ARE REINVESTING IN THE
NATURAL SYSTEMS THAT ULTIMATELY FORM THE BASIS
OF OUR PROSPERITY.

WHRAT IS RESTORATION?

“ECOLOGICAL RESTORATION IS THE PROCESS OF ASSISTING THE RECOVERY OF AN ECOSYSTEM

THAT HAS BEEN DEGRADED, DAMAGED, OR DESTROYED.”

—SOCIETY FOR ECOLOGICAL RESTORATION,

THE SER PRIMER ON ECOLOGICAL RESTORATION, 2002

Restoration begins with ecology — reviving ecosystem processes on the lands and
waters of our homes. Along the way, through community participation, restoration
becomes a social activity. When we account for nature’s material benefits,

restoration becomes an economic pursuit as well.

Six considerations that underlie successful restoration are presented below. Each
focus basin of the Pacific Coast Watershed Partnership works in several of these

areas. Here is a selection of their stories.

1. Intact Headwaters

4 A primary threat to intact \
headwaters is the presence

of poorly maintained roads.

In the Olympic National

Forest, the Forest Service has
selected road work as a top
priority. Working with partners

— Clallam Conservation District,

- Washington State Salmon
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Recovery Funding Board,
Washington State Department of Ecology, Federal Highways
Administration, and Clallam County Title 11 program — they
completed over ten miles of road decommissioning, and five miles
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of road stabilization work from 2000 to 2004.
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(The Umpqua National Forest designated Little Rock \
Creek as one of the highest priority sub-basins for
restoration. The creek’s natural hydrologic regime had
been broken and the creek bed
scoured down to bedrock. To
remedy the situation, the Forest
Service, working with partners
that include the North Umpqua
Foundation and Umpqua
Watersheds, placed more than
700 pieces of wood in eight
miles of stream. The retention
of intact uplands would, over
time, accomplish this type of
restoration work naturally.
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3. Connected Streams & Floodplains

Y

5. Communities Attentive to Their Watersheds

- working together?” /

The Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area is working with
partners — including Ducks Unlimited, the Bonneville Power
Administration, the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation, and
the Lower Columbia River Estuary Partnership — to restore 1400
acres at the confluence of the Sandy and Columbia rivers. On
lands that had been used for cattle grazing, the partners are
reestablishing wetlands, removing invasive species, reconnecting
tributaries to the floodplain, replanting native species, and
Krecreating 600 acres of gallery riparian bottomland forest.
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As consumers,
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greatly affect
organizations a
and collaborati
In the 3,100-sq
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Council members have prioritized their \
restoration efforts, targeting projects and
locations where they will get the biggest
payoff. “Working together in a way that
gets things done is not easy,” admits
Chairperson Shirley Solomon, “especially

in a partnership of the big tent variety

that this council represents. Interests and
world views cannot but collide at times.
Still, who among us would argue against

4. Complex, Mature Forests

- coQuIue

The Coquille watershed, like others around the
region, has a lot of work on its hands. 22,000 acres
of younger trees on National Forest lands within
the watershed now require attention. The Crown
Prince thin pictured here is removing smaller trees

in the Coal Creek sub-watershed.
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6. Benchmarks for Success Some fisheries biologists )
caution, though, that

a truer gauge of our
watersheds’ ability to
nourish healthy salmon
populations would be

by counting juveniles,
before they head out to
sea. For the last fifteen
years, a public-private
restoration partnership

in the Siuslaw’s Knowles
Creek has emphasized a
whole-basin approach

to restoration and been
monitoring juvenile salmon
productivity through

- snorkel surveys. Y.




PATTERNS OF
SETTLEMENT

FOR THOUSANDS OF YEARS BEFORE THE ARRIVAL OF
LEw1s AND CLARK, NATIVE PEOPLES OF THE PACIFIC
NORTHWEST MANIPULATED THE LANDSCAPE TO SERVE
THEIR NEEDS. THIS SUBSISTENCE ECONOMY
SUPPORTED SOCIAL DIVERSITIES AND POPULATION
DENSITIES THAT TESTIFY TO THE REGION’S
HISTORICAL WEALTH OF NATURAL RESOURCES.

BEGINNING IN THE MID-1800S, NEW SETTLERS
BROUGHT VASTLY PRODUCTIVE CHANGES TO THE
REGION’S ECONOMY. BUT AS THE INDUSTRIAL
ECONOMY CARRIED THE REGION THROUGH THE 20TH
CENTURY, FEW ALONG THE WAY NOTICED THE TOLL
EXACTED FROM OUR LANDS AND WATERS.

THE SUBSISTENCE AND INDUSTRIAL ECONOMIES
EACH IMPLY A SPECIFIC RELATIONSHIP OF PEOPLE
TO NATURE. TODAY, RESTORATION OFFERS A

THIRD WAY THAT BLENDS THE BEST OF BOTH. A
RESTORATIVE ECONOMY RECOGNIZES THAT OUR
PROSPERITY IS BOUND UP WITH THAT OF THE LAND
AND EMPLOYS OUR BEST SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
TO OUR STEWARDSHIP OF IT. BY REPLENISHING
THE RICHNESS OF OUR FORESTS AND FISHERIES,
RESTORATION BUILDS THE FOUNDATION OF A

NEW ECONOMY.

Forest Capital in the Siuslaw:
Standing Volume, 1890

Zooming in to one of the Partnership focus basins, historical data
reveal large stretches of intact forestlands. Even following the
Umpqua Fire of 1846, which burned portions of the western Siuslaw
basin, 1890 data from the Government Land Office classify 31
percent of the Siuslaw as having the larger trees — greater than 75
centimeters in diameter — that best support fish and other species.

A hundred years later that figure had decreased to 8 percent. Looking
at only coniferous classifications for the same size trees and over the
same period, the drop was from 30 percent to 2 percent.

Map by Charley Dewberry
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The historical abundance

of salmon returning to
Washington and Oregon coastal
watersheds, based on early
cannery records, totaled over 28
million fish each year.

Photo courtesy of Siuslaw Pioneer
Museum, Florence, Oregon

MEASURING OUR IMPACT

“I SET OUT ON THIS GROUND, WHICH I SUPPOSE TO BE SELF EVIDENT,
‘THAT THE EARTH BELONGS IN USUFRUCT TO THE LIVING'.”
—THOMAS JEFFERSON, LETTER TO JAMES MADISON, 6 SEPTEMBER 1789

At the dawn of our Republic, when Thomas Jefferson wrote of relationships
between generations and to the natural world, he relied on the language of law.
“Usufruct” is a Roman legal concept that defines the rights and responsibilities of
asset managers. It stipulates that tenants may enjoy the harvest and full use of the
land but may not impair its future productivity. Jefferson implies that we are but
tenants on this earth, each for the length of our lives.

The idea is “a great one” replied James Madison. Yet Madison cautioned that the
“title” enjoyed by the living pertains to natural assets only, whereas improvements
made by previous generations “form a charge against the living who take the
benefit of them.” Indebted to our forbearers for their labors, yet obligated to our
descendents to pass on an undiminished natural bounty: Our founding fathers
touched on basic principles of what we now often call sustainability.

In the 21st century, human assets — built environments and financial instruments
— have been stockpiled at the expense of the earth’s natural capital. The decline
in standing timber volume on the region’s forests is but one indicator of our
collective impact upon this landscape, of the redistribution of wealth from natural
to financial accounts.

One implication of this economic shift is the reduced flow of income from a
diminished natural asset base, or conversely, the improved income stream that

would result from a revitalized asset base. Say, for example, that a restoration
group’s efforts are able to augment future salmon returns by just one fish per year.
The value accrued is not the $20 price of a single fish. Over 80 years, a figure that
we might take to be the lifetime of a tree before harvest, those annual fish would
be worth nearly 400 of today’s dollars — a truer reflection of the value of the
restoration efforts than the first year’s benefit alone.

These days, the value of nature’s services is also heightened by the declining
quantity of intact landscapes. But it can be difficult to translate these benefits

— services such as water purification and carbon storage — into financial terms.
Price tags for the public benefits that stand to be lost are not attached to each acre
logged or each road paved.

Markets for natural services are possible though. A variety of national and
international proposals, for example, aim to utilize financial mechanisms to
reduce emissions of carbon dioxide and thereby help stabilize the earth’s climate.
Some include provisions that would allow forestland owners to sell credits for the
carbon stored by standing forests. By creating an incentive to leave trees standing
and providing an alternative source of income for communities in the Pacific
Northwest, such proposals could greatly benefit the region. ®



MORE THAN FISH
AND TREES

RESTORATION INVESTMENTS ARE ALREADY OFFERING
A MUCH-NEEDED BOOST TO ECONOMIES IN
TRANSITION. TAKING MEASURE OF THE STIMULUS
PROVIDED BY OREGON WATERSHED ENHANCEMENT
BOARD RESTORATION FUNDING, A 2002 STUDY
FINDS THAT 80% OF OWEB DOLLARS STAY IN

THE COUNTIES WHERE THE WORK TAKES PLACE.
PRIVATE CONTRACTORS AND LOCAL NON-PROFITS,
SUCH AS WATERSHED COUNCILS, GARNER THE
LARGEST BLOCK OF FUNDS. THEN, AS THE MONEY
CIRCULATES WITHIN THE COMMUNITY, IT CREATES A
MULTIPLIER EFFECT: EACH RESTORATION DOLLAR IS
ESTIMATED TO GENERATE ROUGHLY $1.65 T0 $2.50
OF ADDITIONAL ECONOMIC BENEFIT FOR LOCAL
RESIDENTS.

BEYOND THE ECONOMIC STIMULUS, OTHER
BENEFITS OF RESTORATION INCLUDE THE PERSONAL
SATISFACTION AND CIVIC PRIDE ENGENDERED
ALONG THE WAY. RESTORATION ACTIVITIES BUILD
COMMUNITY INSTITUTIONS. AND PERHAPS MOST
IMPORTANTLY, AS WE RESTORE THE NATURAL
PROCESSES OF IMPAIRED ECOSYSTEMS, WE ADVANCE
OUR UNDERSTANDING OF THE ROLES THAT PEOPLE
PLAY IN HEALTHY ECOSYSTEM FUNCTION. THIS IS
THE KNOWLEDGE THAT WILL ENABLE OUR PROGRESS
TOWARDS A MORE RELIABLY PROSPEROUS FUTURE
FOR EVERYONE.

Volunteers with the Northwest
Youth Corp work to restore a
river bank, helping to protect
water quality for fish and other
species.

Photo by Steve Elliot

The Eichler Project on the
Siuslaw National Forest
combined forest thinning with
other restoration activities.
Community involvement

has enabled successful
implementation of new
guidelines for stewardship
contracting in the Siuslaw.

Photo by Marcus Kauffman




Barbara Ellis-Sugai and Johan
Hogervorst describe the

Siuslaw Basin Partnership’s
successful restoration efforts on
Karnowsky Creek, a tributary to
the Siuslaw River estuary.

Photo by Brent Davies

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

“RESTORATION IS A CULTURAL AND SOCIAL PROCESS AS MUCH AS A PHYSICAL PROCESS.”
—JOHNNY SUNDSTROM, SIUSLAW INSTITUTE

“So much has changed in the way people relate, the ways that agencies relate, all
sitting around the same table, talking about problems and working to design fixes
to those problems,” says Ray Kinney of the Siuslaw Soil and Water Conservation
District. “There’s a synergistic effect, in the whole society around here.”

Kinney is describing the type of community involvement that has been crucial
to the work of Oregon’s Siuslaw Basin Partnership. In 2004, the group garnered
international recognition, winning the Theiss International Riverprize. It was the
first time in the six-year history of the competition that an American team had
taken top honors.

Riparian revegetation efforts in the Siuslaw demonstrate the collaborative
efforts on the ground. Over the past five years, the project has handed out
56,000 seedlings to nearly 250 private landowners throughout the basin. “Plant
distribution is a way of creating connections throughout the watershed,” says
project leader Nancy Nichols. “It’s kind of like a festival. People come to the
community center and see everyone else getting trees. You feel the power of a
bunch of people doing good work, and you feel good about your neighbors.”

Community members are also assisting in decisions made for Siuslaw National
Forest lands. Through the Siuslaw Stewardship Group, watershed residents have

been working with the Forest Service to implement new national guidelines for
“stewardship contracting.” By contracting for services that combine forest thinning
with other restoration work, the working group focuses objectives on the condition
of the forest, rather than the value of the logs that are removed. In addition,
earnings generated by subsequent log sales are retained by the Forest Service and
the Stewardship Group, providing them with flexibility and funding to address a
variety of other restoration needs.

Now, partners in the Siuslaw are seeking to assist businesses that might utilize the
increased flow of small-diameter logs coming off regional forestlands. Candidates
include value-added enterprises, such as furniture making, and large-scale
industries, such as biomass cogeneration and ethanol production. With a three-
year grant from the Environmental Protection Agency, partners including the
Siuslaw National Forest, the Siuslaw Institute, the Siuslaw Watershed Council, the
Siuslaw Soil and Water Conservation District, Ecotrust, and ShoreBank Enterprise
will be working to bolster this market development and to help private landowners
learn about both the need for active forest management in previously harvested
areas and standards for good forest management that can open doors to new and
growing markets. ®



RECOGNIZING SUCCESS

SIXTEEN COMMUNITY-BASED WATERSHED
PARTNERSHIPS AROUND THE NATION HAVE
IMPLEMENTED BROADLY SIMILAR APPROACHES

TO RESTORATION. THEY EMPHASIZE IMPORTANT
ACTIVITIES SUCH AS ROAD MAINTENANCE OR
DECOMMISSIONING, WEED REMOVAL, AND WETLAND
REHABILITATION, WHILE ADOPTING MEASURES

OF SUCCESS THAT INCLUDE IMPROVED WATER
QUALITY AND REDUCED FIRE RISK. IN THE PACIFIC
NORTHWEST, ONE INTEGRATIVE MEASURE OF
SUCCESS FIGURES PROMINENTLY IN PUBLIC VALUES:
A RETURN TO HEALTHY RUNS OF PACIFIC SALMON.

WITH 278 PACIFIC SALMON RUNS EXTINCT, SOME
LOSSES ARE CERTAIN TO ENDURE, AND OTHERS
WILL BE DIFFICULT TO AMELIORATE. STILL, THE
RESURGENCE OF ANNUAL RETURNS IN THE SIUSLAW
DEMONSTRATES THE POTENTIAL FOR RECOVERY.
ALTHOUGH THE NUMBERS OF FISH RETURNING TO
SPAWN REMAIN FAR BELOW THE HALF MILLION THAT
CANNERY RECORDS SHOW FOR THE EARLY 1900S,
THEY HAVE REBOUNDED FROM A MERE FEW THOUSAND
IN THE MID-1990S TO MANY TIMES THAT NUMBER
TODAY.

WE OFTEN SEEK IMMEDIATE INCREASES IN FISH
NUMBERS AS A MEASURE OF RESTORATION SUCCESS.
TO SUSTAIN COASTAL ECONOMIES, THOUGH, LONG-
TERM AND WHOLE-WATERSHED INDICATORS MAY
PROVE MORE MEANINGFUL. ECOLOGICAL MERSURES
OF PROGRESS WILL INCLUDE THE PRESENCE

OF INTACT UPLANDS AND THE ABILITY OF THE
LANDSCAPE TO CONTRIBUTE LARGE WOOD TO
SALMON-BEARING STREAMS. THESE BENCHMARKS
REFLECT A RESTORATIVE LANDSCAPE THAT WILL HELP
MAKE RESURGENT SALMON RUNS POSSIBLE.

Comparing the Ecological Performance
of Forest Management Practices

Computer modeling of forest growth and regeneration indicates that

restorative forestry outperforms single-value forestry in supporting

ecological functions and preserving species diversity. Measures of

ecological performance are based on the last 100 years of 300-

year modeling simulations on a 6828-hectare landscape in western

Washington.

Carey, A. 2003. Restoration of Landscape Function:
Reserves or Active Management? Forestry 76
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Measured by the
capacity to support
vertebrate diversity,
based on 130 species
of amphibians,
reptiles, birds, and
mammals

FOREST FLOOR
FUNCTION

Measured by the
capacity to support
small mammal
communities, which
sit at the top of the
forest-floor food
web.

M SINGLE-VALUE FORESTRY

Management that maximizes
economic returns, with
thinning at 15 years and
clearcutting at 40 to 50
years.

B RESTORATIVE FORESTRY
Management that balances
wood production, timber
revenues and ecological
outputs, with thinnings at
15, 30, 50, and 70 years,
harvest alternating at 70 and
130 years, and retention of
standing trees and downed
logs.

ECOLOGICAL
PRODUCTIVIT

Measured by

the capacity to
support biomass
accumulation among
three species of
squirrels, which
exemplify the forest’s
production of seeds,
truffles, and fleshy
fruits.



A RESTORATIVE LANDSCAPE

“THE LONG-TERM FATE OF MANY FOREST-DEPENDENT ORGANISMS WILL DEPEND ON ACTIVITIES
AND CONDITIONS IN THE UNRESERVED PORTIONS OF FORESTED LANDSCAPES.”
—DAvID LINDENMAYER AND JERRY FRANKLIN,
CONSERVING FOREST BIODIVERSITY, 2002

Picture spending far less to engineer habitat for salmon. Imagine surveying fewer
timber sales for spotted owls, or any other creatures, yet still being able to do
right by them. When we shift from managing for individual species to managing a
landscape that fosters healthy species of all kinds — a restorative landscape — that
day comes within reach.

Much of the Pacific Northwest’s forestland has been aggressively logged only
within the last century. Studying the re-growth of these young forests and
modeling their future potential, forest ecologists are starting to better understand
the consequences of different kinds of forest management. We are finding that
single-value forest management — focused solely on short-term bottom lines

— performs poorly compared with an alternative, restorative forestry in supporting
ecological functions and a diversity of wildlife. One major difference between
management types is the age at which the trees are harvested. While single-value
prescriptions typically remove trees as soon as they are marketable, at 40 to 50
years, models of restorative forestry allow trees to stand twice that long and more.
Studies indicate that over the long term such prescriptions can support most, if not
all, the animals of the region’s original forests, while also providing timber.

Restorative forestry performs well in other respects as well. The repeated thinning
of trees over longer rotations supports more jobs and contributes to increased
economic activity. Though it might seem counter-intuitive, modeling indicates
that restorative forestry also produces more wood. In the Douglas-fir region of
the Pacific Northwest, trees continue to add significant volume long past a 50-
year harvest age. In fact, one regional study of long-term forest management on
17 forests ranging from 70 to 117 years old found that none had reached their
peak productivity. Yet interest rates and other economic factors still encourage
landowners to harvest younger trees. Society’s financial incentives are not in line
with our public values.

A primary strategy for protecting forest-dependent species has been to create
reserves by placing some lands off limits to harvest. Research indicates that

a whole-landscape approach — allowing active management on some public
forestlands slated for protection, while adopting incentives to promote restorative
management on private lands — can be more successful. The benefits to be gained
suggest that many types of incentives to private forestland owners would be worth
considering. As we have learned so often through the Pacific Coast Watershed
Partnership, collaboration will be a key to our success. ®




A BALANCED
PORTFOLIO

AN ABUNDANCE OF FORESTS AND FISH HAS LONG
CHARACTERIZED THE WEALTH OF THE PACIFIC
NORTHWEST. THROUGHOUT THE INDUSTRIAL ERA,
THE REGION’S NATURAL RESOURCES FED THE GROWTH
OF OUR MODERN ECONOMY. IF WE WERE TO MAP THE
FLOW OF THESE RESOURCES OVER TIME, LINES WOULD
RUN ACROSS THE PAGE FROM RURAL TO URBAN
COORDINATES.

Now, THOUGH OUR FINANCIAL ASSETS HAVE GROWN,
MANY OF NATURE’S ACCOUNTS ARE IN ARREARS.
WHEN WE REPAY OUR DEBTS TO THESE LANDS

AND WATERS, WE MAKE AN INVESTMENT IN THE
PROSPERITY OF FUTURE GENERATIONS.

IN THE END, THE REGION’S NATURAL ABUNDANCE
OFFERS FAR MORE THAN MERE MONETARY
COMPENSATION, AND THE LANGUAGE OF ECONOMICS

CANNOT ENCOMPASS OUR CONNECTIONS TO THIS
PLACE. FOR MANY PEOPLE, TREES AND SALMON ARE
ICONS THAT REPRESENT THE VERY REASONS FOR
COMING HERE OR CONTINUING TO CALL THIS PLACE
HOME. LEARNING TO CARE FOR THESE FORESTS AND
FISH, SO THEY CONTINUE TO PROVIDE FOR US, IS
THE ESSENCE OF A RESTORATION VISION.

ENDOWING THE FUTURE

“Now IS THE TIME TO FOCUS ON AN ECOLOGY FOR THE FUTURE ... A FUTURE IN WHICH EARTH’S
LIFE SUPPORT SYSTEMS ARE MAINTAINED WHILE HUMAN NEEDS ARE MET.”

—MARGARET PALMER ET AL., SCIENCE, 28 MAY 2004

The six focus basins of the Pacific Coast Watershed Partnership each rely on a
variety of agency, organizational, and individual partners. Working together to
revive ecosystem processes, they are rebuilding the natural capital of this region
and establishing an endowment for the future. Other projects around the Pacific
Northwest are nourishing social and economic foundations for restoration success.
When we support the good work of these groups, we make an investment that

enriches each of us, as well as our children.

RESTORATION ON THE GROUND:

A selection of organizations working within the
six focus basins of the Pacific Coast Watershed
Partnership

® Cascade Pacific Resource and Development Dept.
Contact: Karen Strohmeyer
541.757.4807 | cpred@qwest.net

® Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce (CREST)
Contact: Allan Whiting
503.325.0435 | awhiting@ columbiaestuary.org

® Columbia Slough Watershed Council

Contact: Scott Bradway

503.281.1132 | scott.bradway@columbiaslough.org
www.columbiaslough.org

® Coos Watershed Association

Contact: Jon Souder

541.888.5922 | jsouder@cooswatershed.org
www.cooswatershed.org

® Coquille Watershed Association

Contact: Jennifer Hampel

541.396.2229 | jennifer.hampel@verizon.net
www.coquillewatershed.org

® Dungeness River Management Team
Contact: Shawn Hines

360.681.4664 | shines@jamestowntribe.org
www.olympus.net/community/dungenesswc

® Ducks Unlimited

Contact: Chuck Lobdell

360.885.2011 x18 | clobdell@ducks.org
www.ducks.org

® Lower Columbia Fish Recovery Board
Contact: Jeff Breckel
360.425.1555 | jbreckel@lcfrb.gen.wa.us
www.lcfrb.gen.wa.us

® Lower Columbia River Estuary Partnership
Contact: Scott McEwen

503.226.1565 x226 | mcewen@Icrep.org
www.lcrep.org

® Lower Columbia Fish Enhancement Group
Contact: Tony Meyers

360.817.9044 | cwfish@comcast.net
www.Icfeg.org

® Lower Columbia River Watershed Council
Contact: Margaret Magruder
503.728.9015 | magruder@clatskanie.com



® North Coast Watershed Association
Contact: Todd Cullison
503.325.0435 | tcullison@columbiaestuary.org

® North Olympic Salmon Coalition
Contact: Paula Mackrow

360.379.8051 | nosc@jefferson.wsu.edu
WWW.NoSc.orqg

® North Umpqua Foundation
Contact: info@northumpqua.org
www.northumpqua.org

® Northwest Straits Commission
Contact: Tom Cowan

360.428.1085 | cowan@nwstraits.org
www.nwstraits.org

® Scappoose Bay Watershed Council
Contact: Dave Sahagian
503.397.7904 | sbwc@crpud.net

® Sea Resources
Contact: Robert Warren
360.777.8229 | info@searesources.org

® Siuslaw Institute

Contact: Johnny Sundstrom
541.964.5901 | siwash@pioneer.net
www.siuslawinstitute.org

® Siuslaw Soil and Water Conservation District
Contact: Eric Nussbaum

541.997.1272 | siuswcd@oregonfast.net
www.siuslawswcd.org

® Siuslaw Watershed Council

Contact: Todd Miller

541.268.3044 | coordinator@siuslaw.org
www.siuslaw.org

® Skagit Fisheries Enhancement Group
Contact: Alison Studley

360.336.0172 | astudley@skagitfisheries.org
www.skagitfisheries.org

® Skagit Land Trust

Contact: Molly Doran

360.428.7878 | trustmd@fidalgo.net
www.skagitlandtrust.org

® Skagit River System Cooperative
360.466.7228 | info@skagitcoop.org
www.skagitcoop.org

® Skagit Watershed Council

Contact: Shirley Solomon
360.419.9326 | skagitws@nwlink.com
www.skagitwatershed.org

® Umpqua River Basin Watershed Council
Contact: Bob Kinyon
541.673.5756 | info@ubwc.org

® Umpqua Watersheds

Contact: Patrick Starnes

541.672.7065 | patrick@umpqua-watersheds.org
www.umpqua-watersheds.org

SPURRING RESTORATION SUCCESS:
A selection of organizations and projects providing
support for restoration efforts

® The 2100 Project, an Ecotrust initiative, is
communicating a vision for restorative forestry in the
temperate rainforest region of the Pacific Northwest.
Contact: Bettina von Hagen

503.467.0756 | bettina@ecotrust.org
wwiw.ecotrust.org/forestry

® The Cities of Astoria and Forest Grove, Oregon
manage working forests that supply drinking water
as well. Forest practices independently certified by
the Forest Stewardship Council (FSC) ensure residents
that their lands are managed for the long term.
Contact (Astoria): Mitch Mitchum

503.338.5173 x21 | mmitchum@astoria.or.us
Contact (Forest Grove): Scott Ferguson
503.222.9722 | tallforstr@aol.com

® The Columbia River Inter-Tribal Fish Commission
is the technical support and coordinating agency for
fishery management policies of the four Columbia
River treaty tribes.

Contact: Jamie Pinkham

503.238.0667 | pinj@critfc.org

wwuw.critfc.org

® Ecotrust Market Connections works to leverage
market incentives for good forest management,
independently certified by the Forest Stewardship
Council (FSQ).

Contact: Kent Goodyear

503.467.0752 | kent@ecotrust.org
www.ecotrust.org/forestry/markets

® The Healthy Forests, Healthy Communities
Partnership (HFHC) gathers a network of over 60
land managers, businesses, and non-profits who are
committed to building local, value-added markets
for high-quality wood products. The Partnership is a
program of Sustainable Northwest.

Contact: Karen Steer

503.221.6911 | info@hfhcp.org

www.hfchp.org

® Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission supports
twenty western Washington Indian Tribes in their
role as natural resource co-managers and works to
promote cooperative efforts among all of the people
of the Pacific Northwest.

Contact: Mike Grayum

360.528.4309 | mgrayum@nwifc.org
www.nwifc.org

® ShoreBank Enterprise is a non-profit, rural
economic development corporation assisting
entrepreneurs and organizations to build viable
business and market ventures that improve the social
and environmental conditions of rural communities.
Contact: Mike Dickerson

360.642.4265 | mdickerson@sbpac.com
www.sbpac.com
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www.fsl.orst.edu/clams/

MEASURING OUR IMPACT

For Thomas Jefferson’s 6 September 1789 letter
to James Madison, see the Constitutional Law
Foundation:
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or “sequestration.” For estimated effects of carbon
trading on forestland values in the Pacific Northwest,
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ecotrust

721 NW NINTH AVENUE, SUITE 200
PORTLAND, OREGON 97209
503.227.6225
WWW.ECOTRUST.ORG

Ecotrust is a conservation organization committed to strengthening
communities and the environment from Alaska to California — the
place we call Salmon Nation. It is a land of great resilience, where
rivers flow through the largest temperate rain forest in the world.
Ecotrust articulates a vision of reliable prosperity in this region,
creates and supports tangible examples of success, and grows
constituencies for change. We work with native peoples and in the
fisheries, forestry, and farming sectors to build a regional economy
that is based on ecological and social opportunities.
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The mission of the Pacific Coast Watershed Partnership is to promote
the restoration of naturally functioning watersheds from headwaters
to estuary. Through a collaborative learning network, the Partnership
links knowledge and experience gained in each community to others

across the region.

www.pacificwatersheds.net
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