




















Decision and Rational for Decision

Based on our review of the alternatives and their environmental consequences as
d¢  -ibed in our FPEIS, we have selected the proposed action alternative (Alternative 2)
for all four projects. The proposed action includes each applicant’s implementation of
their final HCP or HCP amendment, and the Service’s issuance of an ITP authorizing
take of the covered species that may occur incidental to the continued operation of each
project.

In order to issue each ITP under the ESA, we must determine that each of the
HCPs meets the issuance criteria set forth in 16 U.S.C. 1539(a)(2)(A) and (B). We have

made that determination for each HCP, as described further in their respective RODs.

Authority

We provide this notice in accordance with the requirements of section 10(c) of the
ESA (16 U.S.C. 1539(¢)) and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 17.22 and 17.32),
and NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and its implementing regulations (40 CFR 1506.6; 43

CFR part 46).

Dated:

oy [

Robyn Thorson,

Regional Director,

Interior Region 12, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Portland, Oregon.






