
1Draft - Subject to Change

The following slides were referenced 
during the November 7th, 2017 

Board of Natural Resources meeting. 
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Slide 40, June 2017 BNR Presentation 
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Slide 45, July 2017 BNR Presentation
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Slide 16, July BNR Presentation
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Slide 33, July BNR Presentation
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Trust Land Transfer (TLT)
• In the 2004 Sustainable Harvest 

Calculation, some trust lands were 
placed in a harvest deferral status in 
anticipation of transferring them

TLT Acres
TLT Timber 

Volume
(MMBF)

TLT Timber 
Value 

($ millions)
Deferred 17,854 353 $          90 
Not Deferred 15,822 302 $          81 
Total 33,676 656 $         171 
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Trust Land Transfer = 302 mmbf
Reconveyance = 18 mmbf

When the land transfer are 
deducted the deficit becomes 

382 mmbf
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• To the maximum extent practicable, minimize and 
mitigate the  impacts of take.

• Not appreciably reduce the likelihood of the survival 
and recovery of the species in the wild.

• Make a significant contribution to maintaining and 
protecting marbled murrelet populations in western 

Washington over the life of the HCP.

Evaluation Criteria
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2. PVA analysis –
Risk vs. Enhancement

Risk runs use a 0.87 annual non-
juvenile survival rate based on 
historical trends.
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Enhancement runs use a 0.90 
annual non-juvenile survival 
rate based on Peery’s 2006 
marked-recapture research in 
California. 
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• To the maximum extent practicable, minimize and mitigate the  impacts of take.
• Not appreciably reduce the likelihood of the survival and recovery of the species in the wild.

Baseline requirements

To do this, our HCP, at a minimum, must address these issues:
1. Protect all occupied sites
2. Reduce the risk of degradation over time 
3. Provide mitigation through future habitat in strategic locations, to:

a) Provide a distribution of interior forest habitat across the range in WA and,
b) Bridge gaps in the distribution of habitat around existing occupied sites

4. Minimize the short-term risks to the population
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