Benton County Prairie Species
Habitat Conservation Plan

Stakeholder Advisory Committee
October 9, 2007

Today’s Agenda

Brief re-introduction to the HCP

HCP Update

Conservation Measures

Process/Procedures of cooperating with HCP
Conservation Easements (Greenbelt Land Trust)
OSU College of Forestry Oak Strategy Project
Stakeholder Questions

Public Comment

Fender’s blue.

Last HCP Stakeholder’'s Meeting,
March 15, 2007

> Reviewed progress
» Discussed covered species/activities/lands
» Discussed 2007 field season planning

> Briefly reviewed potential conservation
INCESIES

A Habitat Conservation Plan
for Benton County

Goal:

» Balance conservation of rare species and
their habitats with economic growth and
development in Benton County

peacock larkspur

Willamette daisy Streaked Horned Lark

Nelson’s checkermallow Taylor's checkerspot



What is a Habitat Conservation
Plan?

A plan specifying the:
(1) Likely harm to endangered/threatened species
resulting from County activities (and others)
(2) Steps to avoid, minimize, and mitigate such harm —
Conservation Measures
(3) Funding available to implement the conservation
measures

Proposed Permit Area:
Who can be covered for what species?

County | Other Public | Private

Lands lands lands

Forsersbioe | x | X | x|

X
Taylor's X If opt-in

Will also need ODA Permit

Why does Benton County
wanta HCP?

» Research through the HCP process:
¢ Learn about rare species distributions & habitats
¢ Use info to benefit conservation in the County

» With approved HCP, USFWS will issue
Benton County an Incidental Take Permit

« Protects the County from legal liability if unavoidable
or accidental harm to species takes place

« Coverage can be offered to other landowners
 HCP will make additional funding options
available

Estimated Timeline

2006 2008

* Public draft HCP Document
. ril/

¢ Field assessments
* April-July

« TAC and SAC meetings ° Public Meetings
e TAC and SAC meetings

e Field assessments
2007 e April-July
¢ Public Meetings 2009
o Jfteny, Qidisr « Draft NEPA document
* TAC and SAC meetings , i iize HCP
* Field assessments Final NEPA documentation

* April-July . .
* Incidental Take Permit
¢ In-house HCP draft e




HCP Update

* Field surveys
* Fender’s blue “Hotspot” Mapping

2007 Botanical/Site Assessments
>4000 acres: 50-50 Public-Private

Fender’s Blue Butterfly Surveys

Fieldwork
e SUMMary

» Targets:
Public lands,
WRP sites,
Luckiamute
Watershed

» Cooperated
with GLT &
LWC to
select
landowners




New
Checkermallow
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Sites/Species/Ownership

Corvallis Private Total

2

Checkermallow
Lomatium
Daisy

Total

Streaked
Horned Lark
County ROW
Surveys - No
use detected
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Hotspot
mapping

Development in-
progress ...

Known Benton
County Fender’s

blue butterfly
populations as
of August 2007
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Fender's (FBB) are likely _ ) - e based “hotspot”
i L tion on:

to d|sperse 2km from 1 24 /—-‘-.,q-' » | ion on

established populations, L L o HCP Surveys

and feed intensively - i : Current vegetation

within 0.5 km. & Historic vegetation

=g Corridors

Process and earlier draft
— any nectar species preserey = maps reviewed by our

within 0.5 km radius of 7 ; Technical Advisory
FBB oy Committee and

'\\-‘;/' USFWS

USFWS protects:
— any Kincaid’s lupine in
2km radius of FBB

These are areas with a -
greater potential to find s
more butterflies

- ! | « It may increase if: L1 -~ i X with Staff

I — New Fender’s i

populations are found « Referring any County
permit applicants in

hotspots to USFWS

« Could be Kings
Valley, Soap Creek,
etc.

* Drafting & adding
language to permits

« It may decrease with: indicating permits are not

ey — More surveys tat b valid without USFWS
completed ruling out signoff
habitat areas
(especially in corridors) Once HCP is completed,
— Current research County permit applicants
T « if there are . will have option of going
: decreases in G to the County, rather
/ dispersal distance y than USFWS to
Bexicn County WCP estimates in Basicn Cousty HCP determine impacts to
BIFAET Pussivs B Briy Mtiyewt Dt o hilly/wooded areas DYEAFT Fomier's Bive Rty Mekpet Cones o Fender’s blue butterfly.
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Follow up questions Proposed Conservation Measures

— Any activity taken to proactively avoid,
minimize, or mitigate (offset) impacts to
species

— hotspot zones and adjoining habitat

— Gaps — area of no known surveys (south of Finley,
East of 99)

— Letters, phone follow-up, local meetings
— Eager for survey suggestions?

Proposed Conservation Measures Proposed Conservation Measures

o Bl Belusaiien — For general distribution by Benton County,
« Management Plans HCP staff... and others
» On-site Mitigation
« Payment of mitigation fee
Candidate Conservation Agreement
« Conservation Easement In-Lieu
« Timing Restrictions/Special Management Areas
« Construction Best Management Practices
» Habitat Acquisition
Conservation Banking
« Plant Material Collection
« County Permitting Program
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» Roadsides: Guidelines for managing rare species
in ROWs (in progress...working with TAC)

i iy o e el presd

o 1 Fadat Sty e e

ot Lyl ) -  Natural Areas: Guidelines for managing spp in
- parks, etc. (in progress...working with TAC)

 Developing Management Plans for County owned
e e ( " or managed property with Taylor's

BETE  The me LGS G5 B BE
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» Will develop management strategies

For anyone impacting Fender’s Blue

— Criteria considered for determining fee amount

- Replacement of Nectar Species
- Relocation of Kincaid'’s lupine plants
— Possible Ratios (replaced: impacted)
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Cooperative Agreement/Permit and Certificate of Inclusion

o
5

-

-
{ ¢ ? .
. ,***E:::5:::::5.?*
a2
-
..ff..... .

L
-
o

-
S
al

§1
.

f

-
%ﬁ

-in on projeci

-
* *s*s@ @w -
.k&# -

-

-
-
-

. -
- .

-

-

-
-
-

-

*.u
.
-
-
-
-
i

-
.
e
.

-
-

.
-

ﬂ**
-

.

-
-
-

o
. :::

w.

as

s

. ﬁ

-
-

:

-
.
1S
2
L

-
-

-

.

.
.

-
-

.
L
=
-
.
S

.

-
.

#
-
-

SO
ey
.
-

-
.
ﬂx:ﬁ'*:’"
.
.

-
‘¢
|
*.*

-

.
-

= aw -
::: ....3.*:. .
= U

=

.

,q:::*:::q*::: *? {}a}i% . -
. = = * cEm s
L L S T=%= 4
é%%:%% L
- :*:..., Z::E:
e
s
-
e
-
.

&
-

-
-
.

i

— Presence/Absence Survey Required
Different options, depending on your needs & goals

— Certificate of Inclusion
Will need to opt:
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conservation measures
» Are other entities interested species

— Protect any remaining occupied or
unoccupied habitat

management plans?
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Different options, depending on your needs & goals

Entity wants to
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— Agreement with Benton County binding the
applicant to the relevant terms of the HCP

(e.g., conservation measures/mitigation & reporting

ts)
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amount of take for a spec
the County’s Incidental Take Permit.

f HCP
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Different options, depending on your needs & goals

Entity wants to
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— Medium to cooperate on conservation efforts
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* Non-regulatory
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* Any and all entities/individuals could participate
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implementation of Prairie

— Ideally, will be local
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Agreement/Certificate of Inclusion for projects needing take

coverage.



Process of cooperating with the HCP

Different options, depending on your needs & goals

— ODOT?

— Cities of Philomath, Adair Village, Albany, Monroe?
— Oregon State University?

— Conservation organizations?

— Private Landowners?

OSU College of Forestry:
Oak Strategy Project

» Brad Withrow-Robinson
» David Lysne

Conservation Easement Acquisition

» Karlene McCabe, Greenbelt Land Trust

Stakeholder Questions?
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Public Comments?
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