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HEP 101

HEP Was and continUes; te e Used! to account
or habitat |10SSes; assocliatedwith construction: of;
Ay dre faciliies and hakitat gaims fem
mitigatien/compensation pProjects

= Impacts summarized as habitat units; (HU)
= “HU'ledger” (rable 11-45 NPCC's Pregram))

» Habitat losses Were summarized: in the
“Brown Books:

» Both HUMlesses and gains were estimated
USING CoVer type SpPecific IHEP species; medels



HER 1045 SUummany/

HEPNS an ACCOURMRNGICO! tised o
guantifiy habitat lesses (IHUMess Iedger)
anad,

Measure: credit towards the' losses

HEP IS net used! to:

a Vionitor: project effectiveness tewareds most
flerstic;, bielegical, or ecological oljectives

x Monitor species population respense




Current Situation

Doen't knew: crediting| status
a Inconsistencies in HU stacking/reporting

m Differences In loss assessments
Lack: ofi CeVer ty/pe/Species matrces In SOme.: Cases
“Total” losses versus “Net” Losses

x Diificult te determine HEP needs prior te; Pisces “toel”

Pisces HEP  data’ inputs’ frem: reports/iniier providead! by
Managers

HEP fellow-Up; surveys: benind schedule (lhased
en five year intervais)
a HEP survey needs identified ini Pisces fier FY: 2009



Current Situation (cont.)

PEtermIned I HEPNSIOE tHE appropaie crediiing
ool fgr WillsipglaiianVelllave grliticfetije ) afe|ees

s Original  HER surveys not repeatanie
Used “checklists” not HEP medels (few: moedels available)
HU' “stacking’ Issues

s Habjtat and Species prierties have changed since Iess
assessment HU estimates were: derived

Su-basin Plans focus en eak: savanna, Willamette Valley:
praire/associated wildlife species  ete.....not elk and upland
conifer forests....(out of kind}, out of place mitigation)
x Little 1o ne public;, NGO, er Agency: support for HEP IR
the Willamette Valley:— Conclusion: New Creaiifnis
GeINNEEEER




Current Situation (cont.)

Preliminany assessment eff Cembined IHabitat
Assessment Protocols (CIHAPR) as a crediting
“teol” for the Willamette Valley showed! premise
for evercoming creditingl ISSUes

s CHAP combines; elements off HER withr NHI'si HAB
pregram

x CHAP doees not reguire HEP moedels

» Eliminates; evaluation: species, “ouit of kind* “oui of
place” concerns

x Eliminates HU “stacking™ ISSUESs

' |s ecelegically mere repust than HEP.
s s repeatable



EY 2009+ Proeject Needs
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CBEWA HEP! Project Needs

Etnd additienal full tiner assistant, tenpoeraiy.
technician, and fund/Amplement CHAP IR the
Willamette: Basin

a Benefits

Conduct new haseline suveys and make significant
“ieadway” completing backlieg off ollew-upr sunveys
Cemplete HEP results and reperts ina timely manner

Cemplete: review: 6f 10ssi assessment matrices andl proeject HU
creaiting

Determine “crediting” fior Willamette: Valley mitigatien sites
pased on the CHAP methedoelegy.



Alternatives

Alternative 1 — Status gquo

Alternative 2 — Hire second Temporany.
Fechnician and fitnd CHAP/NHI contract

Alternative. 3, - Hire full-time: professienal
assistant, Contract Wit NEiFfer CIHAP I
Willamette

Alternative 4 — Compine Alternatives; 2 and
3




IR SUmMmmary....

MAG recommended Alternative 4.......




EY 2009 Eunading Reguest

Regionall HEP Tleam “BOGH Reguest (Z2009)

$115,729
x RETE EUll time Eleldl Feam SUpervisor: position
s Additienal iemporany: Eield liech Pesition

s NHI contract te; complete CIHAP pilot study 1n
e Willamette Basin

Fetal RHIF budget including BOG reguest:
$402,729

s $28/7,000 — current budget

s $115,729 — BOG reguest



Reguested emiber Action

Approeve HEP Project Budget
Viedification Request for EY
2009



Questions?
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