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Rogue Basin




Mixed ownership with lots of federal land
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Internationally significant biodiversity values




World class recreational actvities




History of adversarial politics
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Progress toward common ground regarding
threat of fire




Good place to test application of ecological integrity
assessment and highlight nature’s benefits




LF.cological integrity means...

1. Ecosystem supports community of organisms
comparable to natural habitat

2. Minimal human influence
3. Natural range of variability



EFcological integrity

Condition Score

High : 0.99 I I Low : 0.0005
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Potential natural vegetation
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Forest canopy cover
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EF.cosystem services — the values that nature

provides




Principles to Guide Assessments of

Ecosystem Service Values

Ervin, 12, 5 Vickerman, 8. Ngawhika, 11 Beaudoin, 5. Hamlin,
E. Dicirich, P Mansc . J. schoenen.

2014




Assessing the Value of these benehts mdudes mtrisic value
and need not be monetized to be considered 1n land
management decisions







Proposed process




1.

Conduct ecological assessment to characterize natural
resources and benefits they provide.




2.

Assess the vulnerability of the system to adverse
impacts from climate change, flooding, development,
etc.







4.

Communicate with stakeholders within/outside the
region to determine expectations.







0.

Keep stakeholders engaged, determine what worked,
make adjustments based on lessons learned.
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Contact information

jkagan@pdx.edu




