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Goals

 Overview of preparations for next Expert Panel
workshop

e What's the same as last time
e What’'s different this time

e What's next
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Reporting Schedules

Process %?(ZZ: 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Tributary Habitat RPA

: 2007-09 2010-12 2013-15 2016-18
Implementation Cycle

Annual Progress Report
(due by 9/30 of next calendar
year)

06-07 included
in 2008 APR

Timeframe = 2010 - 2012 Timeframe = 2013 - 2015 Timeframe = 2016 - 2018
Expert Panel (Planning occurs in 2008 & | (Planning occurs in 2011 & | (Planning occurs in 2015 &
2009) 2012) 2016)

(Due 12/31/09) (Due 12/31/12) (Due )

Implementation Plan included in the 2007 BAK Timeframe = 2010 - 2012 . Timeframe = 2013 - 2015 Timeframe = 2016 - 2018

Comprehensive Evaluation ; _ Timeframe = 2007 - 2015
Report Timeframe = 2007 - 2012 (Due 6/30/13) © | 6/30/16) N0|Report Due

AMIP (9/11/09)

Other Events :
2010 BiOp (5/20/10) 201 E0p (AL
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Expert Panel Locations
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What’s the Same?

 Action Agencies must meet FCRPS BiOp requirements
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NOAA Fisheries’ Reasonable and Prudent Alternative Table of Actions

Table 5. Estimated Habitat Quality Improvements

Major Population

Estimated Percentage
Habitat Quality
Improvement of 2007-

Total Estimated
Percentage Habitat
Quality Improvement

ESU Group Population 2009 Actions of 2007-2018 Actions
Snake River .
Spring/Summer Chinook Catherine Creek 4 23
Grand Ronde/Imnaha Lostine/\NaIIowa_River 2 2*
Grand Ro_nde River 5 23
upper mainstem
Imnaha River mainstem 1 1*
Middle Fork Salmon River | Big Creek 1 1*
Secesh River 1 1*
South Fork Salmon River Sou_th Fork Salmon River <1 <1 *
Mainstem
Lower Snake Tucannon River 7 17
East Fork Salmon River 1 1*
Lemhi River 7 7*
Pahsimeroi River 41 41 *
Salmon River lower
mainstem below Redfish 1 1*
Upper Salmon River Lake
Salmon River upper
mainstem above Redfish 14 14 *
Lake
Valley Creek 1 1*
Yankee Fork 10 30
Upper Columbia Spring Upper Columbia — Below Entiat R'V?r 10 22
Chinook Chief Joseph Methow R'Ve.r 2 6
Wenatchee River 1 3

Reasonable and Prudent Alternative Table
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NOAA Fisheries’ Reasonable and Prudent Alternative Table of Actions

Table 5. Estimated Habitat Quality Improvements (continued)

Major Population

Estimated Percentage
Habitat Quality
Improvement of 2007-

Total Estimated
Percentage Habitat
Quality Improvement

ESU Group Population 2009 Actions of 2007-2018 Actions
Middle Columbia Deschutes River — eastside 1 1*
Steelhead Deschutes River — <1 <1 *
Cascades Eastern Slope Westside
Tributaries Fifteen mile Creek (winter <1 <1 *
run)
Klickitat River 4 4*
Joh_n Day River Io_wer <1 <1 *
mainstem tributaries
Joh'n Day River upper <1 <1 *
John Day River mainstem
Middle Fork John Day
. <1 <l*
River
North Fork John Day River <1 <1l*
South Fork John Day River 1 1*
1 *
Umatilla and Walla Walla Touchet R|_ver 4 4
River Umatilla River 4 4*
Walla Walla River 4 4*
Naches River 4 4*
Satus Creek 4 4*
Yakima River Group Toppenish 4 4*
Yakima River upper *
. 4 4
mainstem
Snake River Steelhead Lochsa River 6 16
Lolo Creek 8 12
Clearwater River Selway River <1 <1
South Fork Clearwater
. 5 14
River
Reasonable and Prudent Alternative Table 45 of 98




NOAA Fisheries’ Reasonable and Prudent Alternative Table of Actions

Table 5. Estimated Habitat Quality Improvements (continued)

Major Population

Estimated Percentage
Habitat Quality
Improvement of 2007-

Total Estimated
Percentage Habitat
Quality Improvement

ESU Group Population 2009 Actions of 2007-2018 Actions
Snake River Steelhead Grand Ronde River Grand Ronde River lower <1 <1 *
mainstem tributaries
Grand Ronde River upper 4 4%
mainstem
Joseph Creek (OR) <1 <1*
Joseph Creek (WA) 4 4*
Wallowa River <1 <1*
Hells Canyon Hells Canyon
Imnaha River Imnaha River *
Lower Snake Asotin Creek 4 4*
Tucannon River 5 5*
Salmon River Lower Middle Fork
mainstem and tribs (Big, 1 2
Camas, and Loon Creeks)
East Fork Salmon River 2 2%
Lemhi River 3 3*
Pahsimeroi River 9 9*
Salmon River upper
. 6 6 *
mainstem
Secesh River 1 6
South Fork Salmon River <1 1
Upper Columbia Steelhead | Upper Columbia River — Entiat River 6 8
below Chief Joseph Methow River 2 4
Okanogan River 12 14
Wenatchee River 1 4

* The Action Agencies may provide funding and/or technical assistance for replacement projects should they become necessary for the Action
Agencies to achieve equivalent MPG or ESU survival benefits.

Reasonable and Prudent Alternative Table
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What's Different?

« 2009 AMIP
« 2010 BiOp
e August 8, 2011 Court Order

. 2014 BiOp

RECLAMATION
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What's Next?

« Workshop pre-mtgs
— Transision to Oct 11 NOAA list of Standardized Limiting Factors

— Pie maps

RECLAMATION
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Bar and pie charls weére generaled from eslimates of the habitat condiion of kiy
limiting factors assocliated with habitatl actions planned and completed for the
FCRPS BiDp from 2007 to 2012 that were made at the last FCRPS BiOp Expert
Paneal workshops (2009 and 2010). The bars and pies only represent conditions
far the term of the FCRPS BiOp (2007-2018), do not include conditions associated
with habitat actions completed by other parties within this time perod, and,
therefore, may nol represent the status of these key Emiting factors for other than I
FCRPS BiDp purposes.

Slacked bars and values (Overall Function) represent diferences belweaen
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What's Next?

« Workshop pre-mtgs
— Transision to Oct 11 NOAA list of Standardized Limiting Factors
— Pie maps

— Develop “look back” at completed 2009-2012 and
“look forward” to potential 2013-18 project lists
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Organizational Changes

OLD WAY NISWAUZANE

Project Idea _
Upper Columbia Grande Ronde

Hydrologist

Liaison
Hydrologist
Geomorphologist
Hydraulic modeling

Geomorphologist Liaison
Hydrologist

eomorphologist

Supervisor Supervisor ydraulic modeling
Water quality

Designer
Liaison Biologist
Project
Development

Water quality
Designer

I Biologist
Designer J

Core Teams

Supervisor
Liaison Liaison
Hydrologist Hydrologist
Hydraulic modeling eomorphologist Geomorphologist
ydraulic modeling Hydraulic modeling
Water quality Water quality

Water quality D.esign.er D.eS|gn.er
Biologist Biologist

Supervisor

Biologist

Project
Implementation
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John Day Upper Salmon




Methow
TA- 79 mi.

USBR Tributary and Reach

Assessments, 2012 Big Valley RA
Lower 7 mi.
\é\/:';e Pine Middle Methow RA
mi. -
Upper 11 mi.
White Pi
RA 2 mi. Pre_ston RA
2 mi.
4 mi. Entiat 3 mi.
TA- 26 mi.
Wenatchee
Nason Creek TA- 10 mi.
Oxbow RA
2 mi.
Grande Ronde
: Upper Salmon
() Middle Fork :
\. John Day Yankee Fork TA- 18 mi.
Upper John Day Forrest RA

TA- 26 mi. 4 mi.

http://www.usbr.gov/pn/programs/fcrps/thp/index.html Ie I ,CLAMAI ION


http://www.usbr.gov/pn/programs/fcrps/thp/index.html

What's Next?

« Workshop pre-mtgs
— Transition to Oct 11 NOAA list of Standardized Limiting Factors
— Pie maps

— Develop “look back” at completed 2009-2012 and “look
forward” to potential 2013-18 project lists
— Gather monitoring info to support expert panel deliberations

 Hold Expert Panel workshops (early May)
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Thanks For Your Support !
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