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Introduction

The report is the result of nearly one and a
half years work by the Forum.

Intended to provide a blueprint or framework
for future discussions between Bonneville and
regional fish and wildlife agencies and tribes
on the development of agreements for
meeting Bonneville’s wildlife mitigation
obligations.

It is not intended to be applied to individual
projects or to establish new policies outside of
the legal mandates established by the Power
Act.
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Background

» The Council chartered the Forum to provide
advice on the crediting and accounting of
wildlife habitat mitigation associated with the
construction and inundation impacts of the
Federal Columbia River Power System (FCRPS).

» The Forum consists of wildlife program
managers representing tribes (14 in all) and
state fish and game departments (Oregon,
Washington, Idaho) impacted by FCRPS, the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and
representatives from the Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) and BPA Customers.
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Background

The instructions to the Forum were to make
recommendations regarding the NPCC Wildlife
Crediting Program (Program) with respect to:

» Developing a commonly accepted “ledger” of
nabitat units acquired by BPA

» Developing a common database for tracking,
assigning and recording habitat units

» Resolving issues about accounting for habitat
units

» Other issues related to wildlife crediting,
including the use of Habitat Evaluation
Procedures (HEP) or alternative evaluation
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Major Areas of Accomplishment

- Establishment of a ledger depicting current
status of BPA funded wildlife mitigation activities
» Development of Standard Operating Procedures
for future applications of HEP
» Development protocols for determining the

amount of credit BPA should receive for
management actions that occur on Federal lands

» Development of protocols for determining the
amount of credit that BPA should receive for fish
mitigation projects that benefit wildlife

» Acceptance of the Fish and Wildlife Program loss
assessments as the agreed upon measure of
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Unresolved Issues

» Agreement on the application of the
crediting ratio established in the Fish and
Wildlife Program

» Agreement on how to deal with wildlife
species benefiting from open water habitats
resulting from reservoirs associated with
dam construction

» Agreement on how to account for
mitigation that occurred prior to the 1980
Power Act
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Acres and Habitat Units
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Policy Implications
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Northern Idaho
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Northern Idaho with Policy
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Lower Columbia
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Lower Columbia with Policy
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Lower Snake
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Lower Snake with Policy
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Upper Columbia
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Upper Columbia with Policy
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Upper Snake
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Upper Snake with Policy
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