Habitat Evaluation Procedures Re-evaluation Criteria/Guidance
Purpose

This memo and accompanying figure provides guidance to project managers on when to conduct follow-up Habitat Evaluation Procedures (HEP) surveys on lands purchased, protected, and/or enhanced under Bonneville Power Administration’s (BPA’s) wildlife mitigation obligation. In addition, future Regional HEP Team (RHT) scheduling depends, in part, on follow-up HEP needs. 
Background

Project proponents complete baseline HEP analyses on BPA mitigation projects as soon as practical after obtaining land management rights through fee title acquisitions, conservation easements, and or management agreements. Baseline HEP surveys document habitat conditions/ habitat units (HUs) present when management rights are acquired. In contrast, follow-up HEP surveys document habitat changes and increases/decreases in HUs resulting from the acquisition of management rights and implementation of associated habitat enhancement/protection measures. 

Discussion
Changes in management, active restoration activities, stochastic events, and/or passive restoration actions can result in significant changes to habitat conditions within a relatively short period. In addition, early successional/seral plant communities can change rapidly, especially those associated with riparian habitats and/or non brittle/high precipitation environments. As a result, follow-up HEP analyses should be conducted at five-year intervals (or less) as circumstances warrant in order to capture shifting habitat trends and to verify that management actions are moving habitat conditions towards management goals. 
If management actions/stochastic events do not significantly shift after acquiring management rights and/or if habitat change occurs slowly e.g., xeric shrubsteppe habitats, ten-year follow-up HEP surveys are recommended (Figure 1). Similarly, Columbia Basin Fish and wildlife Authority (CBFWA) Wildlife Committee (WC) members recommended accomplishing follow-up HEP analyses at no more than ten-year intervals after completion of baseline HEP studies (May 2005 WC meeting).
Figure 1 includes criteria and associated “triggers” (not all-inclusive) set at five and ten-year intervals. Project managers are encouraged to review the criteria shown on Figure 1 to assess if all or portions of their respective projects require follow-up HEP surveys. For example, if entity “A” purchased a heavily grazed parcel of land and changed the management e.g., stopped grazing, a change in management has occurred, which should prompt asking the question, “is a follow-up HEP needed?” If a follow-up HEP is required on all or a portion of the project, the project manager can request assistance from the Regional HEP Team Coordinator. Project managers are encouraged to consider intervals other than five or ten-years.

Figure 1. HEP re-evaluation decision criteria.
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