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Key Questions and Considerations

What is the SRFB’s role in
the evolving salmon recovery
effort?

m Capacity?
m Monitoring?
m Other types of recovery

actions? PLAN DO
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Adaptive Management Model:
Habitat Protection and Restoration
Recovery
Goals
_ —— Project Project
oo | L% [ewang ] ¢ [ implmenion
. . * Fund allocation + Project management
» Habitat protectlon _and « Contract management « Technical support
rggtorat!on strategles . Oversight and
+ Citizen input accountability
 Scientific input
Habitat Protection &
“Capacity” $ Monitoring Restoration Projects
$

Monitoring
* Implementation
* Effectiveness

N NN

Adaptive Management




Iltem 9, Attachment A, October 2008

N

NN

Adaptive Management

56
Adaptive Management Model:
Salmon Recovery
Recovery
— Goals
Project Project
Lists $
Action Identification Funding Implementation
and Prioritization
Recovery Actions:
“Capacity” $ Monitoring  Habitat projects
$  Hatchery reform
» Data mgmt and access
* Regulatory changes
» Education and Outreach

Monitoring

* Implementation
 Effectiveness

* IMWs

» Status & trends
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Next Steps
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® Any other information needs?
m Policy on programmatic funding

m Strategic plan timeline
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