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	DATE: 
	September 21, 2005

	TO:


	Wildlife Committee

	FROM:


	Dick Stone

	SUBJECT:
	Draft Action Notes for the July 28, 2005 Wildlife Committee Meeting at UCUT Office in Spokane.


If there are no objections within 8-days these actions will consider final.
Wildlife Committee Meeting

July 28, 2005

UCUT Office, Spokane, WA

Action Notes

	Attendees:
	Joe DeHerrera (BPA), Bob Martin and Katherine Cousins (IDFG), Matt Berger and Richard Whitney (CCT), Dick Stone (WDFW), Dave Speten (BPT), Terry Luther (CTWSRO), Michael Pope (ODFW), Paul Ashley and Frank Young (CBFWA).

	By Phone:
	Angela Sondenaa (NPT)

	Time Allocation:
	Objective 1. Project Recommendations

Objective 2. Regional Issues

Objective 3. Annual Report 
	%

100 %

%



	ITEM 1:
	Presentation of Management Plan for Denny Jones Ranch

	Discussion:
	The Management Plan for the Denny Jones Ranch was presented by Paul Ashley and David Speten.

	ACTION:
	The WC found the Plan to be consistent with the CBFWA O&M Guidelines and requested that the Burns Piute Tribe come back to the WC to review future management plans for the period after the rest period has been completed.

	ITEM 2:
	Lake Rufus Woods Mitigation Letter

	Discussion:
	Matt Berger presented a PowerPoint presentation providing background for the Colville Tribe’s proposed CBFWA letter to the Corps (provided as handout) on Lake Rufus Woods mitigation.  The Rufus Woods Wildlife Mitigation Plan comes up for renewal this September and the CCT is requesting CBFWA support for modifications to the Plan based on what has been learned since the plan was implemented over 20 years ago.  Dick Stone expressed an interest in incorporating WDFW’s concerns into the letter since they are also involved in Lake Rufus Woods mitigation.  Joe DeHerrera suggested that BPA be copied with the CBFWA letter since they reimburse the Corps for the funding of this mitigation and may be able to lend their support to the changes proposed by CBFWA.

	ACTION:
	The WC approved the draft letter, with modifications.  Dick Stone will modify the draft letter in response to WC comments for Matt’s review.  Matt will provide Corps staff with a courtesy copy of the draft and forward the final draft to Frank for consideration by MMG.  Frank will expedite CBFWA approval of the letter if necessary.

	ITEM 3:
	Approval of Schedule for Northwest Power and Conservation Council Presentations

	Discussion:
	Michael Pope reported on ODFW’S presentation to the Council’s Fish and Wildlife Committee at their July 13, 2005 meeting in Portland.  The presentation was well received with a request from the Chair for a field trip to local wildlife mitigation sites during the Council’s October meeting in Eugene.  Frank stated that he has had only limited success working with Council staff to arrange for WC presentations before the Council and suggested that direct contact by the managers with their Council members may be more effective in getting their presentations on the agenda at future Council meetings.  

	ACTION:
	Dick said that he would be meeting soon with Tom Karier and would discuss this issue with him.

	ITEM 4:
	Assistance to Council with Possible Partnership Workshop

	Discussion:
	Dick stated that he understands the Tom Giese (CBFWA staff) has been assigned to take the lead in working with Council staff on this issue.

	ACTION:
	Dick will work with Tom and Lynn Palensky to determine how CBFWA can most effectively assist the Council in facilitating the use of partnerships to increase the effectiveness of BPA funded activities

	ITEM 5:
	Discussion of Crediting Issues Identified for Resolution Using the Coeur d’ Alene Tribe’s Albeni Falls Mitigation Area as an Example

	Discussion:
	Paul Ashley lead the discussion and provided a handout with a crediting matrix table titled Albeni Falls/CDAT Project HEP Species and Cover Types Comparison and a list of 9 questions for the WC to consider.

	ACTION:
	The WC’s response to the questions follows:

1. Should BPA receive HU credit for all project acreage purchased with mitigation funds?  Response:  There was general agreement that BPA should receive some credit in order to provide the incentive to fund acquisitions that contained acreage of habitat types not included in loss assessments.  The level and type of crediting for this acreage would have to be negotiated on a project by project basis, but the relative benefit to the target species from the loss assessment should be a primary consideration in determining the level of credit.

2. How should project cover types that differ from loss assessment cover types be credited?  Response:  Two approaches were discussed.  The first was to apply the target species from the loss assessment to each new cover type where the target species would normally be expected to occur at the new site).  This approach would use HEP models that are appropriate for the new cover types.  New cover types that did not include the target species in the loss assessment would not be credited.  The second approach that was suggested was to substitute the new cover types that are not in the loss assessment for the cover types in the loss assessment.  The details of how this would be done were not worked out.  It could be done on an acre-for-acre basis, a HU-for-HU basis, or some other approach.

Several of the following questions embedded in the discussions of the first two questions or were not fully fleshed out in the discussions at this meeting.

3. What is the basis for selecting non-inclusive cover type species?
4. Who selects non-inclusive cover type species?
5. How many species (stacking) should be applied to non-inclusive cover types?
6. How and where should non-inclusive species habitat units be credited?
7. How far should species applicability to cover types be “stretched”?
8. Should future land management objectives and goals influence baseline HEP analysis?  If so, to what extent?
9. How should inadequate or incomplete loss assessment HEP models be applied e.g. redhead and white-tailed deer?
Dick requested that Paul provide examples of HEP crediting issues from two more mitigation projects for discussion at the next WC meeting.

	ITEM 6:
	Date and Location of Next Meeting

The next meeting will be August 31 – September 1 at Sand Point with a field trip to local Albeni Falls mitigation sites.
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