WCF Fish Habitat Crediting Subcommittee:

 Draft Meeting Notes – Revised 5_20_10

NPPC Fish & Wildlife Program Ledgers
Anadromous Fish -------------------------------- BiOp (ESA) –NPCC (Healthy Harvestable)






 Blocked areas – resident fish substitution

Resident  Fish --------------------------------- 
C&I  (? WA OR, ID, MT)






Operational (? WA OR, ID, MT)

Wildlife ----------------------------------------
C&I ---- Wildlife Crediting Forum






Operational --- KTOI – pilot







Secondary?

List of fish habitat projects supplied by BPA – (see handout)
Look at projects to see if they meet priority needs (see F&W Program)

Need Principles & standard operating procedures


Oregon wildlife mitigation plan shows all the way to the estuary

Need to check on whether the wildlife projects that were funded through fish are in the crediting ledger.

3 categories – 
A. Wildlife projects funded by Anadromous Fish designed to address HU losses.  


Oxbow



Forrest



Wagner/Pine Creek



Rainwater



Lower Yakima 

ACTION: Need to confirm if they have been credited and to which projects.


B. Anadromous Fish projects that have wildlife benefits.

How do we apply the F&W Program criteria to these types of projects?

C. Future habitat projects –.


1. Fish habitat projects with wildlife benefits



2. Wildlife projects with fish benefits

ACTION: Need to develop guidelines for future habitat projects.  Need to state upfront what type benefits being sought i.e.  What are the benefits for fish and wildlife?  Encourage projects that have joint benefits to fish and wildlife.  
Fish & Wildlife Program Criteria


1. Permanently protected – easements in perpetuity; 


How do you deal with 15 year easements? Out?


Transient Hus? Renewable? 



Protection and species benefit.



What does the easement spell out?



What is currently included in easements?



How do we deal with easements on public lands? (In lieu?)
2. Benefit priority wildlife habitat, species or pops defined by federal state, or tribal wildlife management plans or subbasins plans for that subbasin. In the loss assessment, subbasin plan, statewide conservation plans, or tribal plans?

3. Project area wildlife management plan must be completed.  
Zumwalt example– what do we do with no management plan situation.



Who does the monitoring?


How many of the fish habitat projects have management plans



Could easement substitute for a management plan?
Are there key things that would need to be in a management plan?  

4. Long-term funding agreement must be adequate to implement the management plan
5. What wildlife ledger and what facility is the project being credited against?  Is there significant opportunity to mitigate at the facility in question?
6. What portion of a project should be credited towards wildlife?

Is there a different template that could be used (non-HEP)?  CHAPS?
Template 1:
Name:

Project number:

Proponent:

Acres:

Hus

Subbasin

Hydro Project

If not in tributary contact with hydro project(s) then which is closest (In Kind/In Place)
Is there a stacking issue?

Is there a public lands issue?

What % of project is public lands?

Is there a protection credit issue?

% easement 

% acquisition

Sources of O&M and percent

Percent of acquisition BPA credited to BPA

Year acquired/2:1 and agreements 

Template 2:

List of hydro facilities on the table

Allocation between managers

Brown book losses Table C4
Pre-Act Mitigation

Fish Habitat crediting issue

2:1

Credit for existing value

Application of HEP – how has it been applied?
O&M 

Over mitigation
