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FINAL Meeting Notes 
Lewis River License Implementation 

Terrestrial Coordination Committee (TCC) Meeting 
  April 14, 2010 

Ariel, WA 
 
TCC Participants Present: (14) 

 
Susan Cierebiej, WDFW  
Ray Croswell, RMEF 
Kendel Emmerson, PacifiCorp Energy  
Diana Gritten-MacDonald, Cowlitz PUD 
Eric Holman, WDFW 
LouEllyn Jones, USFWS  
Kimberly McCune, PacifiCorp Energy 
Kirk Naylor, PacifiCorp Energy 
Bob Nelson, RMEF 
Bill Richardson, RMEF 
Mitch Wainwright, USDA Forest Service 
 
Tom Tuchmann, US Forest Capital 
Alice Williamson, US Forest Capital 
Cherie Kearney, Columbia Land Trust 
 
Calendar: 
May 12, 2010 TCC Meeting & Site Visit Merwin Hydro 

Control Center 
June 9, 2010 TCC Meeting Merwin Hydro 

Control Center 
 
Assignments from April 14, 2010 Meeting: Status 
Emmerson/McCune: Incorporate WDFW comments and PacifiCorp’s formal 
response and/or today’s TCC meeting notes into Appendix A of the WHMP 
2010 Annual Plan for the FERC submittal.  

Complete – 4/20/2010 

Emmerson: Add additional clarification in Section 7.2 – Riparian Habitat 
Management Actions to address WDFW questions/concerns specific to the 
riparian buffer zone. 

Complete – 4/20/2010 

Emmerson: Submit PacifiCorp’s Bald Eagle Management Plan to the TCC 
for review and approval in approximately May or June 2010. 

In progress 

 
Assignments from March 10, 2010 Meeting: Status 
McCune: Add Susan Cierebiej to the Lewis River TCC Land Acquisition 
Subgroup email distribution list. 

Complete – 3/10/10 

McCune: Add missing data in electronic version of PacifiCorp WHMP 
Appendices B & C; update Lewis River website and notify the TCC.  

Complete – 3/10/10 
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Gritten-MacDonald: Review WHMP 2010 Annual Plan forestry alternatives 
with her forestry consultant and submit revisions to TCC. 

Complete – 3/17/10 

 
Assignments from January 13, 2010 Meeting: Status 
Kearney: Coordinate with McCune to convene a land acquisition subgroup 
meeting as early as mid February 2010.  

Complete – 3/22/10; 
Meeting date 

scheduled on 4/06/10 
McCune/Naylor: Coordinate with creating a land acquisition spreadsheet to 
include type designations for the TCC review and approval.  

Pending 

 
Parking lot items from February 10, 2006  Meeting: Status 
Conservation Agreement – what is wanted? Ongoing – 4/28/06 
 
Review of Agenda and Finalize Meeting Notes 
 
Kirk Naylor (PacifiCorp Energy) called the meeting to order at 9:10am. Naylor asked if the TCC 
attendees had any additions or changes to the agenda. No additions were requested.  
 
Naylor reviewed the TCC Draft 3/10/2010 meeting notes and asked for any comments and/or 
additional changes.  The meeting notes were approved at 9:15am with no additional changes.  
 

LouEllyn Jones (USFWS) and Susan Cierebiej (WDFW) joined 
 
Columbia Land Trust Update (CONFIDENTIAL) 
 
Cherie Kearney (Columbia Land Trust) provided a brief background of their meeting with Pope 
Resources and the TCC Land Acquisition Subgroup.  Tom Tuchmann (US Forest Capital) 
provided a PowerPoint presentation which addressed the meeting agenda and purpose, the letter of 
intent, forest management assumptions, financing template, proposed offer, counter offer and next 
steps.  
 
<Break 10:15am> 
<Reconvene 10:20am> 
 
Columbia Land Trust Update (CONFIDENTIAL) – cont’d 
 
The detailed content of this portion of the meeting is considered confidential and proprietary and 
not for public viewing.   
 
General discussion took place regarding safe harbor agreements which allow private landowners to 
voluntarily conserve endangered species without fear of new federal laws.  LouEllyn Jones 
(USFWS) will provide more information regarding safe harbor agreements for TCC review 
(Attachment A).  
 
PacifiCorp Wildlife Habitat Management Plan (WHMP) 2010 Annual Plan Discussion 
 
Naylor quickly addressed the WDFW comments (Attachment B) we received relating to 
PacifiCorp’s draft Lewis River WHMP Annual Plan for Operation Phase 2010, dated March 8, 
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2010.  He expressed that he did not see any comments that could not be addressed at the May 12, 
2010 TCC meeting during its field visit to view proposed road management plans and timber 
harvest areas.  
 
Naylor noted that Kendel Emmerson (PacifiCorp Energy) will add additional clarification in 
Section 7.2 – Riparian Habitat Management Actions to address WDFW questions/concerns 
specific to the riparian buffer zone. Emmerson informed Susan Cierebiej (WDFW) that 
PacifiCorp’s water typing data used in the WHMP 2010 Plan contains more current data than the 
Washington Department of Natural Resources water typing data referenced in her comments.  
 
In Section 15.0 – Raptor Site Management Cierebiej requested consultation with WDFW biologist 
Eric Holman when developing the Bald Eagle Management Plans.  Emmerson responded that 
PacifiCorp will consult with the TCC, of which Holman is a participant. In addition, Emmerson 
communicated that the Bald Eagle Management Plan is nearly complete.  PacifiCorp will submit 
its Plan to the TCC for review and approval in approximately May or June 2010.  
  
Emmerson will incorporate WDFW comments and PacifiCorp’s formal response and/or today’s 
TCC meeting notes into Appendix A of the WHMP 2010 Annual Plan for the FERC submittal.  
 
Cowlitz PUD WHMP 2010 Annual Plan Discussion 
 
Diana Gritten-MacDonald (Cowlitz PUD) provided hard copies of the comments they received 
from Comments received from WDFW, dated March 18, 2010 and the US Forest Service, dated 
March 11, 2010 (Attachment C) for TCC review.  The PUD will insert the comments and their 
formal response in its WHMP version that will be submitted to the FERC.  
 
New Topics/Issues 
None 
 
Next Meeting’s Agenda  
  

- Review of 4/14/10 Meeting Notes 
- Lands Update 
- Review of Timber harvest areas (field visit) 

 
Public Comment Opportunity 
No public comment was provided.  
 
Next Scheduled Meetings 
 
May 12, 2010 June 9, 2010 
Merwin Hydro Control Center Merwin Hydro Control Center 
Ariel, WA Ariel, WA 
8:00am – 3:00pm 9:00am – 3:00pm 
 
Meeting adjourned at 2:10 pm 
 
Handouts 
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o Agenda 
o Draft meeting notes from 3/10/10 
o Attachment A – USFWS Safe Harbor Agreements for Private Landowners Brochure 
o Attachment B– PacifiCorp WHMP Annual Plan for Operation Phase 2010 – Comments 

received from WDFW, dated April 6, 2010 
o Attachment C- Cowlitz PUD Draft WHMP 2010 Annual Plan – Comments received from 

WDFW (dated March 18, 2010) and the US Forest Service (dated March 11, 2010) 



U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Safe Harbor 
Agreements for Private 
Landowners 

What Is a Safe Harbor Agreement? 
A Safe Harbor Agreement (SHA) 
is a voluntary agreement involving 
private or other non-Federal property 
owners whose actions contribute to the 
recovery of species listed as threatened 
or endangered under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA).  The agreement 
is between cooperating non-Federal 
property owners and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (FWS) or the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
which is responsible for most listed 
marine and anadromous fish species.  

In exchange for actions that contribute 
to the recovery of listed species on non-
Federal lands, participating property 
owners receive formal assurances from 
the FWS that if they fulfill the conditions 
of the SHA, the FWS will not require 
any additional or different management 
activities by the participants without 
their consent.  In addition, at the end 
of the agreement period, participants 
may return the enrolled property to the 
baseline conditions that existed at the 
beginning of the SHA.

How Does a SHA Contribute to 
Recovery? 
Because many endangered and 
threatened species occur exclusively, 
or to a large extent, on privately owned 
property, the involvement of the private 
sector in the conservation and recovery 
of species is crucial.  Property owners 
are often willing partners in efforts to 
recover listed species.  However, some 
property owners may be reluctant to 
undertake activities that support or 
attract listed species on their properties, 
due to fear of future property-use 
restrictions related to the ESA.  To 
address this concern, a SHA provides 
that future property-use limitations 
will not occur without the landowner’s 
consent. 

Central to this approach is that the 
actions taken under the SHA will 
provide a net conservation benefit 
that contributes to the recovery of 

the covered species.  The contribution 
toward recovery will vary from case 
to case, and the SHA does not have to 
provide permanent conservation for the 
enrolled property.  The benefit to the 
species depends on the nature of the 
activities to be undertaken, where they 
are undertaken, and their duration.  The 
finding includes a description of the 
expected net conservation benefit(s) and 
how the FWS reached that conclusion.      

Examples of conservation benefits 
include:

• reduced habitat fragmentation; 

• maintenance, restoration, or 
enhancement of existing habitats; 

• increases in habitat connectivity; 

• stabilized or increased numbers or 
distribution; 

• the creation  of buffers for protected 
areas; and 

• opportunities to test and develop new 
habitat management techniques.   

How Does a Property Owner Benefit?     
By entering into a SHA, property 
owners receive assurances that land 
use restrictions will not be required 
even if the voluntary actions taken 
under the agreement attract particular 
listed species onto enrolled properties 
or increase the numbers of distribution 
of those listed species already present 
on those properties.  The assurances 
are provided by the FWS through 
an Enhancement of Survival Permit 
issued to the property owner, under the 
authority of section 10(a)(1)(A) of the 
ESA.  This permit authorizes incidental 
take of species that may result from 
actions undertaken by the landowner 
under the SHA, which could include 
returning the property to the baseline 
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Texas cattle rancher Bob Long and Tim Schumann of the Partners Program of the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service celebrate the success of a Safe Harbor Agreement
to help endangered Houston toads. Looking on are Robert Long, Jr., and Adam
Zerrenner of the Ecological Services Program of the Service. They are standing in
front of a wetland that the Partners Program helped to create as habitat for the 
toads on the Long property.



U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Endangered Species Program 
4401 North Fairfax Drive, Room 420B 
Arlington, VA  22203                                      
703/358-2171  
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/  
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conditions at the end of the agreement.  
The permit also specifies that the 
FWS will not require any additional 
or different management activities by 
participants without their consent.  

A SHA may be initiated by a property 
owner, or the FWS – in concert with 
State agencies or other Federal 
agencies – may approach a property 
owner with a proposal to voluntarily 
enter into an agreement.  Although 
many SHAs and permits will involve 
only a single property owner, the FWS 
strongly encourages the development of 
“programmatic” SHAs and permits with 
State, local, or Tribal governments that, 
over time, will include multiple property 
owners.    

The FWS works with interested property 
owners in applying for an Enhancement 
of Survival Permit and a SHA.  The 
FWS also assists property owners 
in identifying actions that they can 
voluntarily undertake or forego to benefit 
listed species covered by the SHA and 
permit. 

What Is the SHA Process? 
Generally, the steps are:

1. Contact the nearest FWS Ecological 
Services field office.

2. The property owner(s), with the 
aid of the FWS, gathers general 
information. This includes, but 
is not limited to, a map of the 
property, proposed management 
actions, information on the listed 
species on the property, and other 
pertinent information.  (In the case 
of a programmatic SHA, the map 
shows the specific area within which 
individual property owners can enroll. 
These participating owners then 
provide applicable information for 
their property.) 

3. The FWS (or approved cooperators) 
will describe the baseline conditions 
for the property to be enrolled in the 
SHA program in terms appropriate 
for the covered species.  Baseline 
conditions can refer to population 
estimates and distribution, or to 
the habitat characteristics that 
sustain seasonal or permanent use 
by the species.  Using the baseline 
determination, the property owner 
and FWS discuss land use objectives, 
assess habitat quality, and identify 
other information needed to develop 
an agreement that meets the SHA net 
conservation benefit standard.   

4. Based on the information provided 
by the property owner, information 
gathered during site visits, and FWS 
technical assistance, the property 
owner (and any other pertinent entity, 
such as a State fish and game agency) 
develops a draft SHA.   

5. The property owner applies to the 
FWS for an Enhancement of Survival 
Permit, with the draft SHA attached.  

6. Once the FWS complies with 
applicable ESA provisions (internal 
review and public comment period on 
the permit application) and ensures 
that the permit criteria have been 
satisfied, the property owner is issued 
an Enhancement of Survival Permit 
and the SHA is finalized.  

In the unexpected event that 
continuation of permitted activities 
will appreciably reduce the likelihood 
of survival and recovery of any listed 
species, the FWS may, as a last resort, 
revoke the permit.  Prior to revocation, 
however, the FWS will, with the consent 
of the permittee, pursue all appropriate 
options to avoid revoking the permit.  

How Long Does It Take to Develop a 
SHA? 
Many agreements can be developed 
within 6 to 9 months, although more 
complex agreements may take longer.  A 
variety of factors influence the timeline, 
such as the number and characteristics 
of the species involved, the size of the 
area involved, the size of the project(s) 
or other activities to be conducted, the 
number of parties to the agreement, and 
other relevant factors.    

Can a Property Owner Sell or Transfer 
Property Enrolled with a SHA?  
If a property owner sells or gives away 
lands enrolled in SHA, the FWS will 
honor the agreement and associated 
permit, providing the new owner agrees 
to become a party to the original SHA 
and permit.  

What Happens When the SHA 
Expires?                                                  
The SHA can be renewed for as long 
as the property landowner and FWS 
mutually agree. If the landowner 
does not renew the agreement, the 
assurances tied to the Enhancement of 
Survival Permit expire. The owner then 
is no longer protected from the “take” 
prohibitions of the ESA that are allowed 
under the permit.

What Is a Programmatic SHA? 
A programmatic SHA and associated 
permits authorize State, local, Tribal 
governments and other entities to 
enter into an agreement and hold the 
associated permit.  This entity can then 
enroll individual property owners within 
a specific region, and convey the permit 
authorization and assurances to them 
through a “certificate of inclusion.”  This 
programmatic approach is an efficient 
mechanism encouraging multiple non-
Federal property owners to engage in the 
Safe Harbor program.  

Who Should I Contact? 
If you would like more information, 
please contact the nearest FWS 
Ecological Services field office in your 
State.  For their location, visit www.
fws.gov and click on the Regional 
Boundaries tab at the top.  Additional 
information regarding the SHA policy 
and regulations is available at www.fws.
gov/endangered.  This  site also includes 
descriptions of existing SHA agreements 
and a video featuring property owners 
participating in the Safe Harbor 
program.  



 

 
State of Washington 

Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Mailing Address:  600 Capitol Way N, Olympia WA 98501-1091, (360) 902-2200, TDD (360) 902-2207 

Main Office Location: Natural Resources Building, 1111 Washington Street SE, Olympia WA 

 

 

April 6, 2010 

 

Mr. Kirk Naylor 

Environmental Supervisor 

PacifiCorp Energy 

825 NE Multnomah, Suite 1500  

Portland, Oregon 97232 

 

RE: WDFW comments on PacifiCorp’s 2010 Lewis River Annual Plan 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to review PacifiCorp’s 2010 Draft Annual Plan for 

management of their mitigation lands under the FERC License Nos. 935, 2071, and 2111.  

WDFW received the draft report from PacifiCorp during the Terrestrial Coordination 

Committee (TCC) meeting on March 10
th

, 2010. The purpose of this letter is to express 

WDFW’s comments and questions regarding the plan.  Relevant references are included 

in Attachment A. 
 

WDFW appreciates the efforts by PacifiCorp to incorporate our previous suggestions and 

management recommendations, such as the annual removal of stop logs in the wetlands 

to control bullfrog (Rana catesbeiana) populations and bolster the presence of native 

amphibians, Accipiter acoustical surveys, and efforts to improve waterfowl habitat.  

WDFW looks forward to continued cooperative efforts with PacifiCorp in future years to 

enhance habitat in the Lewis River Basin.  The comments below correspond with sections 

of the Draft Annual Plan. 

 

Section 6.0 Wetlands 

Pacificorps has assessed invasive species at sensitive sites and associated buffers, as per 

the TCC’s and WDFW’s previous recommendations.  According to the plan, control 

measures for old man’s beard (Clamatis vitalba) and reed canary grass (Phalaris 

arundinacea) will be implemented at some sites during the current management year.  

WDFW recommends prompt control of invasive species in sensitive areas, particularly in 

wetlands that are adjacent to areas of disturbance.   

 

Section 7.0 Riparian Habitat Management 
Section 7.2 mentions timber harvest within a designated riparian buffer.  Please clarify; 

does PacifiCorp intend to remove trees within the riparian buffer zone?  If so, what is the 

purpose of removing riparian vegetation?  What does this area look like?  WDFW would 

like to make a site visit and discuss this further to get a better understanding of the 

proposed timber harvest. 

 



Mr. Kirk Naylor 

PacifiCorp 

April 6, 2010 

 

Section 7.2 states that riparian evaluations will begin in 2010, which includes establishing 

buffers and water typing in some areas.  When reviewing the maps included in 

PacifiCorp’s Annual Plan, WDFW noted several streams mapped by PacifiCorp as non-

fish bearing that are mapped as potentially fish bearing by the Washington Department of 

Natural Resources (WDNR) Water Typing Project (accessed March 2010).  Please update 

maps included in the 2010 Annual Plan by using current WDNR Water Typing Data.   

WDNR’s interactive water type mapping tool is available online at the Forest Practices 

Application and Review System (FPARS) Mapping Website: 

http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesApplications/Pages/fp_w

atertyping.aspx).  Since water typing updates are continually accepted by WDNR, consult 

more than one source, including WDFW, when verifying fish use using FPARS.   

 

The Forest Practices Rule (WAC 222-16-031) is used to define water types.  Therefore, 

when conducting new water typing surveys, the Forest Practices Board water typing 

survey protocol (2002) must be followed.  The water typing survey protocol is outlined in 

the Forest Practices Board Manual, Section 13, available online at: 

http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesRules/Pages/fp_board_m

anual.aspx.  Consult WDFW for technical assistance with water typing.   

 

Section 9.0 Farmland, Idle Areas, and Meadows Habitat Management 

Management activities outlined in Section 9.2 include mowing and fertilizing farm fields 

(elk meadows), weed control, and the visual screen that will be planted along State Route 

503.  PacifiCorp is proposing to plant a diverse selection of shrub and tree species, which 

will provide a nice screen from the highway for foraging elk, as well as provide 

additional food and habitat resources for birds and other small mammals.    

 

Section 13.0 Forestland Habitat Management 

Section 13.2 states that a new road is proposed in Management Unit 18 that would 

provide access for future habitat management and year-round access to the transmission 

ROWs.  This includes relocating a section of road, removing a potion of an old road, 

blocking unauthorized ATV access, and reconstructing an old ROW access road.  Please 

elaborate on how access roads will be blocked and the deleted road section will be 

decommissioned.   In addition to blocking access, will the decommissioned road be fully 

obliterated, recontoured, and revegetated?  Will the Scotch broom noted within the ROW 

vicinity be removed or treated?  Several snags greater >50” DBH and 100’ tall were also 

noted within Management Unit 18- will these snags be preserved?    

 

Section 13.2 outlines PacifiCorp’s proposal to relocate a portion of the 650 Road crossing 

Management Unit 6 that was damaged during a small landslide after a winter storm in 

January 2009.  Does this road really need to be fixed or can it be abandoned?   

 

Section 15.0 Raptor Site Management 
PacifiCorp will develop Bald Eagle Management Plans for all nests within 0.50 m (0.8 

km) and all roost sites within 0.25 mi (0.40 km) of WHMP lands.  Have nests and roost 

sites already been documented?  Please consult with WDFW biologist Eric Holman when 

developing the Bald Eagle Management Plans. 

http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesApplications/Pages/fp_watertyping.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesApplications/Pages/fp_watertyping.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/Publications/fp_board_manual_section13.pdf
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesRules/Pages/fp_board_manual.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesRules/Pages/fp_board_manual.aspx


Mr. Kirk Naylor 

PacifiCorp 

April 6, 2010 

 

 

Appendix E: 2010 Proposed Timber Harvest Areas Map, First Pre-cut Survey 

Forms, Wildlife/Forestry Evaluation Forms, and Sensitive Species/Habitat 

Assessment 
 

Management Unit 11 

PacifiCorp proposes timber harvest areas within Management Unit 11 that may be 

adjacent to a potentially fish bearing stream (north of 1150 Rd, see map in Appendix E).  

The stream is mapped as seasonal, non-fish bearing on PacifiCorp’s map, however 

approximately 1200 ft (365 m) is mapped as fish bearing water in WDNR’s Water 

Typing Project database (accessed March 2010; see Attachment B).  Fish use potential 

should be verified prior to the proposed timber harvest.  If PacifiCorp documents the 

stream as non-fish bearing, then a water type modification form (accessible online at: 

www.dnr.wa.gov/Publications/fp_form_wtmodinstruct.pdf) should be completed and 

submitted to WDNR, per the form instructions.   

 

Four large snags are noted bordering the northwestern-most harvest area (Management 

Unit11) that if retained will reduce the proposed harvest from 17.9 acres to approximately 

10.0 acres to accommodate a buffer or eliminate harvest altogether due to the proximity 

of the access road.  PacifiCorp is considering either leaving the snags standing or falling 

them as large down wood.  WDFW recommends leaving the snags standing as they are 

important for nesting, roosting, foraging, and perching for many bird species.  The snags 

will eventually fall down and will function as large down wood in the future.  Larger 

snags (>10” DBH) are more valuable since they can be used by a wider variety of species 

(Hunter 1990).  The snags in Management Unit 11 are reportedly >30” DBH, making 

them even more valuable as habitat features.  Perhaps PacifiCorp could access the timber 

harvest area from Road 1151 to the south, in order to avoid the snags and the stream.  

This also appears to be within a bald eagle roost buffer area and a Bald Eagle 

Management Plan should be prepared.   

 

Management Unit 18 

There are several large snags (>50” DBH and 100’ tall) within the timber harvest area 

proposed for Management Unit 18.  WDFW recommends preserving these snags, as they 

are highly valuable for wildlife due to their size and height.    

 

Again, please elaborate on the details regarding road construction, decommissioning, and 

access blocking activities proposed for Management Unit 18.  The map of the proposed 

harvest area in Management Unit 18 shows construction of more than a mile of new road 

through sensitive habitats, such as mature and old growth forest stands.  WDFW would 

like to have the TCC group conduct a site visit to see the on the ground impact of the 

proposed road construction activities.  WDFW suggests scheduling this site visit to 

coincide with the onsite meeting to review the proposed 2010 timber harvest areas 

sometime in April or May 2010.  

 

 

http://www.dnr.wa.gov/Publications/fp_form_wtmodinstruct.pdf


Mr. Kirk Naylor 

PacifiCorp 

April 6, 2010 

 

WDFW looks forward to continue working with PacifiCorp in enhancing, improving, and 

protecting habitat within the Lewis River Watershed.  If you have any questions or 

comments regarding this letter, please feel free to contact Susan Cierebiej and/or Eric 

Holman using the information provided below. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Susan Cierebiej  

 

  

Susan Cierebiej, Biologist 

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Susan.Cierebiej@dfw.wa.gov  

360-902-2561 

 

Eric Holman, Biologist 

Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife 

Eric.Holman@dfw.wa.gov  

360-696-6211 ex 6755

mailto:Susan.Cierebiej@dfw.wa.gov
mailto:Eric.Holman@dfw.wa.gov


Mr. Kirk Naylor 

PacifiCorp 

April 6, 2010 

 

Attachment A 
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Hunter, Malcolm L. Jr. 1990.  Wildlife, forests, and forestry: Principles of managing 
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Washington Department of Natural Resources.  2010.  Forest Practices Water Typing. 
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http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesRules/Pages/fp_board_manual.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesRules/Pages/fp_board_manual.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesApplications/Pages/fp_watertyping.aspx
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/BusinessPermits/Topics/ForestPracticesApplications/Pages/fp_watertyping.aspx


Mr. Kirk Naylor 

PacifiCorp 

April 6, 2010 

 

Attachment B 
 

 








