AGENDA

1. 2005 HEP PROJECTS

2. LOSS ASSESSMENT TABLES

3. CRITERIA FOR FOLLOW-UP
HEP EVALUATIONS

4. USE OF “OLD” VS “NEW”
HEP MODELS

PLEASE EMAIL NEW HEP
PROJECT INFO TO:

lonepinebutte@comcast.net

INCLUDE:

» LOCATION

» NUMBER ACRES

» COVER TYPE/TOPO MAPS AND AERIAL
PHOTOS

» HEP MODEL SPECIES

» CREDITED HYDRO PROJECT

» OTHER INFORMATION




LOSS ASSESSMENT SPECIES/COVER TYPE MATRIX

Cover Type
Species | conifer | Dec. Riverine | S¢rub ss
Forest | Forest Shrub

WT. Deer X X X N/A
Mink X N/A
Yellow

N/A
Warbler X X
Chickadee X X N/A

TOTAL 2 3 1 2 ?

HEP RE-EVALUATION CRITERIA

-IDENTIFIES WHEN FOLLOW-UP HEPs
SHOULD OCCUR

-NEEDED TO ASSIST MANAGERS
PLAN AND SCHEDULE HEP
EVALUATIONS

-HELPS DEFINE REGIONAL HEP
TEAM WORKLOAD AND SURVEY
SCHEDULE
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