
 
 
 

Columbia River Gorge Commission 
Meeting Minutes 

June 8, 2021 
via Zoom Webinar 

 
COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT 
Sondra Clark 
Lorrie DeKay 
Casey Gatz 
Robin Grimwade 
Tamara Kaufman 
Robert Liberty 
Jerry Meninick ~ 8:40 a.m. 
Donna Mickley 
Carina Miller ~ 8:58 a.m. 
Michael Mills 
Jim Morgan 
Rodger Nichols 
Pah-tu Pitt 
Dr. Ashley Thompson 
 
COMMISSIONER MEMBERS ABSENT 
 
STAFF PRESENT 
Connie Acker, Administrative Analyst 
Aiden Forsi, Land Use Planner 
Bryce Guske, Klickitat County Land Use Planner 
Joanna Kaiserman, Senior Land Use Planner 
Jeff Litwak, Counsel 
Lisa Naas Cook, VSI Planner 
Jessica Olson, Senior Natural Resources Planner 
Mike Schrankel, GIS Planner 
Krystyna U. Wolniakowski, Executive Director 
 
AUDIENCE PRESENT 
Dan Bell – Friends of the Columbia Gorge 
David Berger 
Lynn Burditt – US Forest Service 
Keith Cleveland – Hood River County 
Peter Cornelison – Friends of the Columbia Gorge 
Kaylee Crosby – Wild Wood Tours 
Sheila Dooley 
Colin Fogarty – Confluence Project 
Ben Jacobsen 
Gabe Jacobsen 
Andrea Klaas – Port of The Dalles 
Michael Lang – Friends of the Columbia Gorge 
Ilene Le Vee 
Terra Lingley – ODOT 
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Louie Pitt 
Mary Repar 
B Rogers 
Michael Sallis 
Anna Shank-Root – Port of The Dalles 
Tyler Stone – Wasco County 
Andreas von Flotow 
Janet Wainwright 
Eric Walker – Hood River County 
Armando Zelada 
 
Others were present during the meeting. 
 
Call to Order and Roll (8:30 a.m.) Chair Liberty called the meeting to order and Connie Acker called 
roll. 
 
Approval of Minutes for May 11, 2021 (8:32 a.m.) Commissioner Kaufman moved to adopt the 
May 11, 2021, Minutes and Commissioner Nichols seconded. The May 11, 2021, Minutes were 
approved by unanimous voice vote.  
 
Land Acknowledgment (8:32 a.m.) The Land Acknowledgment was read by Chair Liberty. 
(Attachment A) 
 
Treaty Tribe Word of the Day (8:34 a.m.) Commissioner Pitt shared the word of the day, Wilx, 
which is Earth in the Warm Springs language Kiksht. Commissioner Pitt also shared that she named 
her son Wilx. 
 
Opportunity for Treaty Tribe Nations to Address Commission (8:35 a.m.) As part of the 
Government-to-Government consultation process, the Commission welcomes input from Treaty 
Tribe Nations on any issue on the Agenda and any other matters. The Treaty Tribe Nations did not 
offer testimony. 
 
Opportunity for Public Comment: (8:35 a.m.) No person in attendance provided public comment 
on items not listed on the Agenda. 
 
Executive Director’s Report: (8:36 a.m.) Krystyna U. Wolniakowski, Executive Director, and staff 
provided updates on: 
 

• Status of the 2021-2023 Budget – Krystyna reported that the Washington legislature 
approved the 2021-23 budget a few weeks ago. The Oregon budget passed the Ways and 
Means Committee June 2, 2021, with no questions from the committee. The budgets match at 
approximately $1.3 Million. 
 

• Database Replacement Project Kick-off – Krystyna reported that the agency received 
$425,000 ($212,500 from each state) for the 2021-23 biennium to cover the first phase of 
replacing the Access database. Staff and Washington and Oregon IT representatives met for a 
gated funding kick-off meeting on June 7, 2021, to set the work roadmap for the biennium. 
Gated funding requires the entire project be planned from start to finish and funding will be 
released as certain deliverables are met. Commissioner Grimwade attended the June 7th 
meeting. 
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• Klickitat County Compliance Study – Aiden Forsi, Land Use Planner, reported that he has 
finished the first review of the 151 tax lots selected for the study. He stated that of those 151 
lots, approximately 20% (30 lots) had some apparent compliance issue that would require 
further in-depth research, though only 11% (17 lots) had compliance issues that were 
concerning. Aiden emphasized that these results were preliminary and could change by the 
final report. Chair Liberty stated that an important outcome of this study was the 
methodology used to identify compliance issues, which could inform a National Scenic Area-
wide study in the future. 

 
• County-CRGC MOUs – Krystyna reported that there was no progress to report this month. 

Staff has been focusing its efforts with the counties on developing ordinances for the 
Management Plan. Staff is also working on the Klickitat County ordinance which is set for 
draft review in September. 
 

• Gorge Tourism Summit Highlights – Aiden Forsi reported that he attended and spoke at 
this summit held on May 25, hosted by the Columbia Gorge Tourism Alliance. (Attachments B 
and C) The summit focused on the increase in recreation and tourism in the Columbia Gorge, 
and sought to begin conversations between stakeholders on how to manage use. Aiden 
shared information with attendees about the National Scenic Area Act and Management Plan, 
the Recreation Provisions, Gorge 2020 Updates, and other potential future revisions. A 
related event focused on equity and recreation was hosted by Friends of the Columbia Gorge 
on May 26.  
 

• Re-opening the office and resuming in-person Commission meetings – Krystyna 
reported work on phasing into re-opening the office and staff returning in mid-September. 
Work has begun on the required 60-day plan and advance notice. Staff is also looking at a 
hybrid model to have capability of in-person Commission meetings allowing participants and 
Commissioners the option to join and participate virtually. Equipment to allow this capability 
is expensive, so the agency is reaching out to both Oregon and Washington for possible 
financial assistance. Although in-person meetings are important, moving forward staff 
anticipates 3 to 4 in-person Commission meetings per year taking into consideration the 
2021-23 budget constraints. 
 

Welcome to new Forest Service Area Manager and Commission Member, Donna Mickley (8:55 
a.m.) With agreement from Commissioners to add a Welcome to the new Forest Service Area 
Manager, Chair Liberty welcomed Donna Mickley to the Commission and asked her to introduce 
herself.  
 
Donna Mickley has been with the Forest Service for 32 years with most of her career spent in 
Oregon. Mickley spent the last 11 years in Ashland, Oregon, working with partnerships on 
ecologically based restoration in conjunction with supporting the local economy. Most of her career 
has been based in collaboration.  
 
Various Commissioners welcomed Commissioner Mickley and added that they look forward to 
working with her. 

 
Work Session*:  Progress Report on Climate Change Action Plan: (9:05 a.m.) Jessica Olson, 
Senior Natural Resources Planner, provided a progress report on the Climate Change Action Plan, 
including an overview of the vulnerability and risk assessment. (Attachments D and E) Mike 
Schrankel, GIS Manager, provided an overview of GIS analyses to support climate change planning 
and VSI. (Attachment F) 
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Key points of Jessica Olson’s report and presentation: 
 

• Overview of assessment approach 
o Vulnerability snapshots and risk ranking 
o Climate resilience mapping 

 
• Assessment methods 

o Vulnerabilities, risks, examples 
 

• Initial findings 
 

• Prioritization criteria 
o Mitigation action planning 

 
• GIS analysis for CCAP, VSI 

 
• Criteria for prioritizing 

o Vulnerability and risk rankings 
o Commission’s ability to influence resilience and mitigation, informed by resilience 

mapping 
o Existing opportunities to partner 
o Impacts on underrepresented or marginalized groups and communities 
o VSI priorities 
o Others? 

 
• Discussion questions 

o What feedback do Commissioners have about these initial relative rankings of climate 
change vulnerabilities in the NSA? 

o What input do Commissioners have on the suggested criteria for prioritizing areas of 
focus? What resources or values are rising to the top? 

o What do Commissioners most want to learn more about through summer meetings? 
Does Commission have suggestions for who to involve in discussions around the most 
vulnerable resources and highest impact mitigation opportunities? 

 
• Criteria for prioritizing immediate actions in 2022 

o Feasibility of achieving the action 
o Benefit the action may have for underrepresented or marginalized communities 
o Potential to inform Management Plan improvements 
o Others? 

 
Commissioner Questions and Comments 
 
Thompson: What are we exploring in terms of carbon sequestration in agricultural and forested 
lands? 
Olson: Looking at carbon storage and sequestration numbers from Forest Service assessment. 
Talking with Forest Service ecology group to look at grasslands and carbon storage capability. 
Grasslands vulnerable to fire that convert native to non-native invasive species and what impacts 
that might have on soil and root carbon storage. 
Thompson: Important to think about soil carbon sequestration. Wildfire event can greatly affect the 
ability for soil carbon sequestration and that in turn affects streams and rivers. 
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Morgan: Transportation should be viewed as a resource not just as a mitigation opportunity. 
Pitt: Very well-written report. Drought and water runoff affects water quality. Dam operations are 
also a factor in warming the river. Pollutants are more active at warmer temperatures. Increased 
tourism can lead to invasives. Increased public education needed to inform public about avoiding 
spreading invasives. 
Liberty: Interested in relationship between non-climate change stressors in Commission control, 
such as development, recreation access and management, and forestry activities. Will that affect 
Commission priorities? 
Olson: That is part of the considerations staff has been making. Looking at where priority habitats 
overlay with potential development. 
Liberty: Commented on “forestry” as opposed to “forest”. Why is forestry the category? 
Olson: We used two different categories to describe “forest” as it relates to coniferous forests and its 
contribution to forest products and forest practices. Reviewed Forest Service assessment of 
different forest types and how those might be expected to shift in species composition. Looked at the 
forest for the forest themselves and particularly coniferous forests and how they might change over 
time and then also about the services and products they provide, as well as ecosystem services. 
Liberty: Different ag types are impacted differently. Could be useful to look at the different affects in 
detail in the future. 
 
Key points of Mike Schrankel’s GIS Analysis presentation: 
 
Provided an example of the way spatial data could be used to expose areas suitable for further 
monitoring under the Climate Change Action Plan and Vital Signs Indicators project 
These steps included: 
 

• Selecting areas of “Above Average Terrestrial Resilience” based upon the Nature 
Conservancy’s Terrestrial Landscape Resilience Model 

 
• Correlating the above selection with the Open Space LUD to determine amount of existing 

protection 
 

• Overlaying the Oak priority habitat to identify its correlation with highly resilient areas 
 

• Used the Forest, Ag, and Residential LUDs as a proxy for areas with the potential for 
development, disturbance or change, and then overlaid the highly resilient areas onto those 
areas 

 
Liberty: What would other examples be of land use disturbance? 
Schrankel: Change is probably a better word. Thinking about a forested area that gets clear cut or 
Forest that may be converted to Ag use or a change in Ag use. Some type of human influence change 
to the landscape that may disrupt that resiliency. 
Liberty: If you were to change from one kind of agriculture to another, would that fall into the 
heading of land use disturbance or change? 
Schrankel: I think that would fall under the category of change, not necessarily disturbance. When I 
think about disturbance, I think more of excavation. Disturbance might be opening an area for 
development where the land will be graded or excavated and would disturb that area so it is no 
longer as highly resistant to climate change. 
Meninick: What is the Commission’s position on development proposed on vulnerable areas? 
Liberty: Commissioner Meninick asked the ultimate question that will be a very big subject of 
conversation. Asked Meninick if Staff could address his question after public comment. 
Meninick: Agreed 
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Liberty: Why was most resilient instead of least resilient chosen? 
Schrankel: Wanted to focus on areas where protection or monitoring would be most beneficial. The 
areas more resilient can adapt to climate change. Not much Commission can do to mitigate or 
change in low resilience areas. 
Nichols: Sounds like traditional triage – things that we can’t help, things we don’t need to help, and 
things we do need to help and have the ability to do so. 
Olson: Focusing on the highest resilience areas is just one piece of the prioritization, not the only 
one. 
Pitt: How might green infrastructure play a role? 
Olson: Talking with Tribes about how they are using wetlands as a way to help manage flashiness of 
streams and water storage. 
Thompson: There are several management strategies that ag producers can use to manage impacts 
of climate change and help with carbon storage. 
 
Public Comment on Progress Report on Climate Change Action Plan (10:10 a.m.) The following 
provided public comment to the Commission on the Progress Report on Climate Change Action Plan:  
 

• Mary Repar – Urged Commission to look outward past the NSA boundaries to tackle climate 
change, climate resilience, and vulnerability. Commission and Executive Director should seek 
funding for full planning staff to reach goals and objectives on climate change. Congratulated 
staff on reaching out to different entities to gather information. Increased urban green spaces 
may help alleviate overuse of NSA natural resources. 

 
• Michael Lang, Friends of the Columbia Gorge – Congratulated staff for report and 

presentation. Submitted written comments on behalf of Friends (Attachment H). 
 

• David Berger – Toxic algae is everywhere in the Gorge and was missing from climate change 
report. Carbon sequestration is critical to mitigating climate impacts. Conference addressing 
concerns of area First Nations should be held regarding fish, plant, and habitat protection. 
 

Written Comments received on Climate Change Action Planning: 
 

• Debi Ferrer (Attachment G) 
• Friends of the Columbia Gorge (Attachment H) 
• Louie Pitt (Attachment I) 
• Mike Rummerfield (Attachment J) 

 
Discussion Questions on Climate Change Action Plan 
 
1.  What feedback do Commissioners have about these initial relative rankings of climate change 
vulnerabilities in the NSA? 
 
Morgan: Why is snow-based recreation in the Gorge listed as a high priority? Should be dropped. 
Olson: Wanted to convey breadth of resources but was not included after analyzing importance of 
various factors. 
Pitt: Appreciated public comment about toxic algae and agree it can become an issue for wildlife, 
fisheries, and people. Curious about concentration of pollutants or legacy pollutants during low flow 
and high temperature and how that shows up. 
Mills: Managing numbers of people who visit the Gorge should be key action. 
Meninick: When staff review applications for development how will vulnerable areas be treated? 
Believe the Commission can make the decisions according to the Management Plan but there are 
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many people that might think differently, including local governments and individuals who apply for 
development permits. 
Liberty: Any resources unique to the Gorge or with a significant share of species should be high 
priority. 
Liberty: Asked for Commissioner endorsement using thumbs up for criteria.  
Liberty: Staff has Commission’s endorsement. 
 
2.  What input do Commissioners have on the suggested criteria for prioritizing areas of focus? What 
resources or values are rising to the top? 
 
Pitt: From monitoring standpoint, may be helpful to look at spaces deemed less adaptable so see 
how fast things are changing. May help inform management in areas doing better. 
Liberty: Are areas listed highly resilient part of the priority or was that just used for illustration? Is 
staff recommending a triage strategy or was that to illustrate what a triage strategy would be? 
Olson: Hope it will become clear during VSI presentation that there are multiple ways that analysis 
was used. Means different things for long-term monitoring than it does for prioritizing climate 
change action. Focused on places that are expected to be resilient for the long-term into the future as 
one way of thinking about where Commission would have greatest influence on protecting and 
building resilience. 
Liberty: To Commissioner’s Pitt point, for resources or areas that are not as resilient – we’re not 
making a preliminary policy decision that we are not going to consider taking action to limit habitat 
loss or resource loss? 
Olson: Excellent clarification. We can start to couple the things you were referring to earlier about 
those very special resources that occur only here or have high significance to different groups of 
people or for whatever reason are of high importance to us and are highly vulnerable. We can also 
couple that with those places that we can expect to be able to successfully support species into the 
future and keep intact functioning habitats and systems that contribute to water quality and the 
more system functions. The Management Plan protects those rare and specific species and the large 
intact functioning habitats. 
Naas Cook: Work is focused on protection but also enhancement and what enhancement means in 
the face of climate change. It may be supporting partners in active restoration and taking a more 
active role ourselves in encouraging landowners to do that. 
Morgan: Emphasize two things to consider important: First is the Commission’s ability and 
authority to influence resilience and mitigation. Second is first foods. First foods are a good 
surrogate for protecting some of the rare and vulnerable species and it connects us to a shared 
interest. 
Liberty: Asked for Commissioner endorsement using thumbs on suggested criteria for prioritizing 
areas of focus and have the resources or values risen to the top for the Commission. 
Liberty: Staff has Commission’s endorsement. 
Nichols: Thumbs up on two previous questions were that I am saying I like where they are going 
now but want to be aware that if situations change, this can be modified. This is just a starting point. 
Olson: Clarifying the statement, are you asking if in the future that the plan that is arrived at will be 
adjustable or the feedback heard today will get incorporated? 
Nichols: When/if new data comes in and climate change has an unexpected impact on something, 
want to be able to take that into consideration. 
Olson: Understood. 
 
3.  What do Commissioners most want to learn more about through summer meetings? Does 
Commission have suggestions for who to involve in discussions around the most vulnerable resources 
and highest impact mitigation opportunities? 
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Kaufman: Want to follow the link between an item the Commission is looking at and its resilience 
and what can be accomplished as a Commission. What are the direct authorities for different tracts 
of land and what are their designations? Addressing Commissioner Meninick’s question which is the 
future question of: We know this information, what we do about it, and what choices do we make. In 
making decisions in the future, very good information about the “why” and why the Commission 
would make a choice to change something will be needed. Education and public outreach and 
engagement will be key. 
Liberty: Commissioner Kaufman’s point is that if the Commission makes changes in the regulatory 
regime, what will be the framework for talking to people about those changes. 
Olson: The items proposed for action will include regulatory changes, changes to the Management 
Plan and policies, but it will also include other types of actions. Extensive public engagement is 
expected. 
Wolniakowski: Staff intends to organize public workshops after receiving additional input from 
Commission to organize very focused questions for those workshops. 
Naas Cook: VSI is an opportunity to provide clear and accessible way for public to understand the 
“why” that Commissioner Kaufman spoke to. 
Pitt: How does equity show up in this work? How do you make it more widely relatable to diverse 
views? How do we connect with potential constituents that are BIPOC? 
Olson: Thanked Commissioner Pitt and she and Casey Gatz, US Forest Service, will work to respond 
to the request. 
DeKay: Jessica works closely with the Forest Service. The Forest Service, State Parks, and Tourism 
Alliance are all entities, among others, looking into issues relating to equity. 
Liberty: Staff asked for suggestions outlined in question 3 which the Commission provided. 
 
BREAK – 10:35 a.m.   
 
Work Session*: Progress Report on the Vital Sign Indicators Initiative: (10:51 a.m.) Lisa Naas 
Cook, VSI Planner, shared progress on natural resources and climate change Vital Sign Indicators 
and the rationale for the preliminary list of priority Vital Sign topics and indicators being 
considered. (Attachments K and L) 
 
Key points of Lisa Naas Cook’s report and presentation: 
 

• Program Background 
 

• Methodology for Natural Resource and Climate Change Indicator Review process 
 

• DRAFT – Priority Natural Resource Vital Signs 
o Water Resources and Aquatic Habitat 

 Streams and Riparian Areas: Cold Water Refuge Fish Habitat 
 Wetlands 

o Terrestrial Habitat 
 Oregon White Oak Woodlands 
 Grasslands/Prairies 

o Culturally Important and Rare Plants  
o Air Quality 

 
• Progress on Climate Change Vital Signs 

o Wildfire Risk 
o Carbon Storage 
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• Next Steps for Natural Resource and Climate Change Vital Signs Review 
o Incorporating Commission feedback on draft priority Natural Resource and Climate 

Change Vital Sign topics, staff will continue to identify available data and refine 
indicators based on Commission priorities.  

o Staff will discuss the feasibility of developing targets (desired conditions that 
demonstrate achievement of Management Plan goals) for Natural Resource and 
Climate Change Vital Signs.  

 
• Topics for Commission Consideration 

o Discuss and provide feedback on the draft list of priority Natural Resource Vital 
Signs  
 Do the draft Vital Signs capture the key protected resources we should be 

focusing on to assess progress toward Management Goals?   
o Discuss and provide feedback on potential Climate Change Vital Sign topics 

 Are there climate-related impacts and trends that need to be monitored 
through a unique Climate Change Vital Sign that are not captured through 
Natural Resource Vital Signs?   

Commissioner Questions and Comments 
 
Liberty: Looking at chain of the analysis, how and when is the diagnostic element provided? When 
the Commission receives information about an improvement or decline in a resource, how do we 
have a sense about cause and, therefore, how to respond? Who does that diagnosis? The reason for 
the decline or improvement will not always be obvious. Before action can be taken, where does the 
diagnosis fit? 
Naas Cook: Vital Signs are high-level status and trend indicators looking at changing conditions 
over time. Like vital signs for human health, they cannot alone diagnose a cause. There are many 
different factors that affect the condition of a particular resource. While these indicators alone will 
not be able to specifically diagnose a cause, they provide important information on condition and 
trends that can help guide decision making. 
Liberty: We need to know cause before a decision is made as to how and whether to intervene. That 
is an additional step beyond what an indicator can provide, but before action. 
 
Public Comment on Progress Report on the Vital Sign Indicators Initiative (11:25 a.m.) The 
following provided public comment to the Commission on the Vital Sign Indicators Initiative 
Progress Report:  
 

• Mary Repar – Urged Commission to coordinate with DEQ and WA Department of Ecology on 
air and water quality.  

 
• Michael Lang, Friends of the Columbia Gorge – Encouraged to see progress on VSI after 

years of lack of funding and inaction. What will baselines be to measure change on health of 
resources? What information from the original inventories is available to measure change? 
Friends is concerned about industrial forestry, wildfire and land use designations, and air 
quality and visibility. 

 
• Janet Wainwright – Wildfire and carbon storage are both inextricably linked. Is staff asking 

the Commission to choose one for VSI? Promoting carbon sequestration creates fuel for 
wildfire when the likelihood of wildfire is ever increasing. 
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Naas Cook: With regard to Ms. Wainwright’s comment, staff are not asking the Commission to 
choose between a wildfire or carbon storage Vital Sign at this time, just inviting feedback on the 
need for these and relationship to management goals and policies. Where a choice may have to be 
made based on capacity, staff are interested in relative priorities. 
 
Commission Discussion on Vital Sign Indicators Initiative 
 
Draft Natural Resource Vital Signs: 
 

• Do the draft Vital Signs capture the key protected resources we should be focusing on to 
assess progress toward Management Goals?   

 
• Are there climate-related impacts and trends that need to be monitored through a unique 

Climate Change Vital Sign that are not captured through Natural Resource Vital Signs?   

Mills: As climate change was added to the topics within the VSI circle in the presentation (see slide 9 
in VSI presentation), should equity, diversity, and access be added as well? That lens should be on 
Commission’s radar as decisions are made. As an example, there may be restrictions or limited 
permitting in the future on numbers of people who have access to the scenic area. Equity and access 
then become even more important as the number of people are limited. 
Naas Cook: Commissioner Mills highlights that the graphic included in the presentation is very 
much a work in progress. This was the first attempt to conceptualize in a visual format how we are 
grounding all work in equity. Open to whether we have an equity circle inside the overall VSI 
diagram and how to best depict this foundational aspect. 
Thompson: Appreciate distilling down the list of indicators into smaller portions. One concern is 
looking at very particular potential indicators and how some things might be missed that Chair 
Liberty was talking about before that can lead to a diagnosis and then a move towards action. Would 
like to think about partnering with other organizations that could perhaps provide more 
information on potential indicators. 
Naas Cook: Important to keep in mind that not every possible indicator staff are exploring for a 
particular Vital Sign was shared in the staff report summaries. We may consider other measures 
such as a water quality index that could fall under a Streams and Riparian Areas Vital Sign. 
Unfortunately, some existing monitoring programs do not have locations within the National Scenic 
Area. 
Pitt: Appreciate the efforts gone into the report. Deep dive into Northwest Climate Adaptation 
Science Center may be helpful. In previous years post fire recovery was discussed and vegetation 
change. Fire is happening so what does recovery look like? Helpful when talking about wildfire and 
climate change to understand the roles that fire suppression has played, the change of structure of 
forests, and that some species are more resilient than others.  
Liberty: Was there a reason coniferous forests were not included? 
Naas Cook: Staff and the VSI technical work group reviewed all of the priority habitats and 
protected resources in the Management Plan, including old growth which is explicitly listed as a 
priority habitat. Staff have been thinking about whether coniferous forests would potentially be 
covered if there was a land cover/land use change vital sign that looked at specific land cover 
classes, including forest, versus a separate vital sign for coniferous forests. Could be included as its 
own terrestrial vital sign. 
Liberty: The forests have other value other than carbon sequestration and connect with virtually all 
the SNCRs. Realize that we are trying to get away from having 90 indicators but given the 
partnership and co-management of the National Scenic Area with the Forest Service, like to hear 
what colleagues think about whether this is a habitat for which we should have an indicator. 
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Pitt: Believe it is essential to include conifers. Managing expectations makes sense but believe it is 
okay to have a few more listed than can be done because if partnerships are leveraged, things may 
move forward faster. 
Kaufman: Agree with Commissioner Pitt. Managing expectations is important. There are wonderful 
ideas that have come out of this meeting. The goal now is to narrow that down. Want to thank staff 
for being as thorough as they are being so that they can launch this and hopefully in the future it can 
be expanded. 
Morgan: Improving access to cold water refugia may incorporate some of the water quality issues 
talked about today. 
Naas Cook: The VSI technical work group explored opportunities to affect resource condition for 
each potential Vital Sign, and the role of active restoration was an important consideration. There 
are different partners who are exploring creative options around what Commissioner Morgan spoke 
about. As an example, Lower Columbia Estuary Partnership is exploring structural techniques to 
create protected cold-water zones where tributaries meet the Columbia River. The Forest Service is 
engaged in active restoration as well. 
Gatz: One of the things that the Forest Service does is periodic assessments of watershed condition 
plans. One purpose of updating these plans is to identify projects that the Forest Service can 
implement to help address ecological factors required to bring those watersheds back into a fully 
functioning status. 
 
U.S. Forest Service NSA Manager’s Report: (11:57 a.m.) Casey Gatz, US Forest Service, provided an 
update on Forest Service activities in the National Scenic Area including (Attachment M): 
 

• Thanked the Commission for the opportunity to serve as appointee of the Secretary of 
Agricultural on the Gorge Commission for the last six months. 

• Federal Land Access Programs – Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Sign Inventory 
Maintenance and Replacement Project started in 2019. 

• Northwest Pond Turtle habitat enhancement and work with Oregon Zoo. 
• Personal use firewood available at Eagle Creek Campground starting June 7, 2021. 
• USDA assistance for coastal communities; priority for National Scenic Areas hit by wildfire 

through the Federal Appropriations Act of 2021. 
• Work of Field Rangers Program started in approximately 2012. Field rangers support public 

engagement in the summer months by connecting with recreating visitors in the NSA. 
 
Tribute to Jane L. Jacobsen, former Gorge Commissioner (2001-2009) (12:08 p.m.) Jane L. 
Jacobsen was a Gorge Commissioner from 2001 and 2008 and had significant accomplishments in 
her life and leaves a tremendous legacy that impacted the Northwest and especially the Columbia 
River area. Jane passed unexpectedly on May 22, 2021. Krystyna U. Wolniakowski read a Resolution 
of Appreciation. (Attachment N)  
 
Jeff Litwak spoke of Jane as being a wonderful person and mentioned her many spontaneous acts of 
kindness occurring almost monthly and in between Gorge Commission meetings. Jane had an 
amazing amount of energy and always had a smile on her face which made the Commission 
meetings much more pleasurable. Shocked and saddened to hear of Jane’s passing but thrilled that 
the Commission will pass the resolution honoring Jane. 
 
Commissioner Lorrie DeKay moved to adopt the Resolution honoring Jane L. Jacobsen, and 
Commissioner Michael Mills seconded. The motion to adopt the Resolution honoring Jane L. 
Jacobsen was approved by a unanimous voice vote. 
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Krystyna also read written statements received from Jane L. Jacobsen’s husband, Paul, and from 
Martha Bennett, former Executive Director of the Columbia River Gorge Commission. 
 
Nichols: Covered the Commission for the former newspaper, The Dalles Chronicle, during Jane’s era. 
The two words when thinking of Jane are “grace” and “insight.” She possessed both and used them 
to great effect.  
 
The Commission provided an opportunity for public members attending the meeting to provide 
comment on Jane L. Jacobsen’s legacy: 
 

• Colin Fogarty, Executive Director of Confluence – Continues to introduce himself after 7 ½ 
years in the position as the “new Jane Jacobsen” because he had very big shoes to fill, and 
Jane’s legacy is varied and vast. Outcomes and completing projects and doing good in the 
world mattered a great deal to Jane but just as important to her were relationships formed 
along the way. Jane’s work with the Gorge Commission and Confluence Project intersect in 
that conservation and preservation of the Columbia River and the Gorge is so important but 
for what end? For Jane it was not just about preserving it as a tourist destination or for 
recreation but first and foremost as Indigenous land - as places where tribes have lived from 
time immemorial. The purpose of Confluence, its education work, and the projects are to 
educate people about the Indigenous cultures of the Columbia River and to honor those 
Indigenous people because they are still here. That is Jane’s legacy in partnership with so 
many other people. 

 
• Janet Wainwright – Jane embodied grace and kindness and was a fierce proponent of tribal 

needs.  
 

• Michael Lang, Friends of the Columbia Gorge – Thanked the Commission for adopting the 
Resolution honoring Jane L. Jacobsen. Besides the Gorge Commission and her tribal interests, 
she also really worked to protect her community from threats like the proposed oil terminal 
in Vancouver. She leaves a great legacy with the Gorge Commission and Confluence Project. 
She was generous, kind, and she had a wonderful sense of humor, at times irreverent. She 
was a bright light and will be missed. Personally, feel lucky to have known Jane. 
 

• Ilene Le Vee – Did not know Jane other than occasional opportunity to hear her during 
Commission meetings but it was evident that she knew of what she spoke and had the 
personality and intelligence, wit, and the ability to get people to listen and have influence in a 
positive way. Sorry to hear of Jane’s passing and wish that she could say that she knew here 
well. 

 
Liberty: Believe that a lot of us are sorry that we did not get to meet Jane. 
 
Other Business (12:25 p.m.)  
 

• Approval of Forest Service Area Manager Donna Mickley to the Executive Committee – 
The Commission unanimously agreed to approve Forest Service Area Manager Donna 
Mickley’s appointment to the Executive Committee by a show of thumbs up. 

 
• MCEDD Gorge Transit Strategy – Chair Liberty reported that he participated in the final 

meeting of Phase 1 on May 26, 2021. During the meeting MCEDD reviewed all the transit 
plans, consolidated them, and expressed a set of objectives. Chair Liberty will continue to 
participate in Phase 2 discussions. 
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Executive Session (12:27 p.m.) Executive Session pursuant to Commission Rule 350-11-006(1)(g) 
to consult with counsel concerning the Commission’s legal rights and duties regarding current 
litigation or litigation likely to be filed. 
 
The Commission came out of Executive Session and announced that it had made no decisions and 
taken no action during the Executive Session. 
 
Adjourn – (1:04 p.m.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Meeting Attachments:  

• Attachment A – Land Acknowledgment 
• Attachment B – Staff Report – Columbia Gorge Tourism Alliance’s Outdoor Recreation and 

Tourism Summit 
• Attachment C – CRGC Recreation Management Plan Presentation 
• Attachment D – Staff Report – Climate Change Action Plan Progress 
• Attachment E – Climate Change Action Plan Progress Report Presentation 
• Attachment F – GIS Analysis Presentation 
• Attachment G – Public Comment – Debi Ferrer 
• Attachment H – Public Comment – Friends of the Columbia Gorge 
• Attachment I – Public Comment – Louie Pitt 
• Attachment J – Public Comment – Mike Rummerfield 
• Attachment K – Staff Report – Vital Sign Indicators Program: Natural Resources & Climate 

Change Indicators Progress and Commission Discussion 
• Attachment L – VSI Work Session Presentation 
• Attachment M – Forest Service Presentation 
• Attachment N – Jane L. Jacobsen – Resolution of Appreciation 
• Attachment O – Public Commission Meeting Protocol 

 
 
 
 
Approved – 7/13/2021 


