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Conservation Assessment Project 

Due Date:  Tuesday October 25 

Recommended Length: 1−2 pages, including any maps, tables, or figures. 

Individual Project:  complete one of two project options described below. 

(1) Wildlife reintroduction assessment 

(2) Restoration assessment for Chuckanut Community Forest/Hundred Acre Wood 

 

(1) Wildlife reintroduction assessment 

Wildlife reintroductions and translocations are being used increasingly as conservation strategies to 

restore extirpated species and to augment populations at risk of extinction. Success depends in part on 

effective planning and preparation. Inadequate implementation risks high opportunity cost: failure may 

preclude future attempts. Unfortunately, many translocation decisions rely on luck: they are made 

without adequate of consideration of factors related to success or failure. Pérez et al. (2012) addressed 

this problem by developing a translocation decision framework to ensure that risks have been mitigated 

and essential preparations have been made. The framework includes ten criteria, arranged hierarchically 

into categories of translocation necessity, risk, and practical suitability (Table 1).  

 

For this project option, select a wildlife reintroduction or translocation project conducted in the last ten 

years, and evaluate it relative to the ten criteria in Pérez et al. (2012; Table 1). Your assessment should 

consist of a one paragraph summary of the project and a yes/no/partial evaluation relative to each 

criterion. Your report should include a brief justification for each evaluation. It should conclude with an 

overall conclusion: was the project justified according to your assessment? 

 



ESCI 439/539  CONSERVATION OF BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY Conservation Assessment Project 

assess_2022.pdf    2     McLaughlin 

(2) Restoration assessment: Chuckanut Community Forest/Hundred Acre Wood 

Chuckanut Community Forest (CCF) was acquired as public open space due to its outstanding 

environmental values, desirable natural aesthetic character, and strong potential for outdoor recreational 

uses (Eissinger 2017). Among the most important environmental attributes in CCF is a network of 

wetlands. The wetland network was degraded by roads constructed to facilitate timber harvest a century 

ago, which impede surface and subsurface hydrologic flows. (Eissinger 2017). In recent years, extent 

and condition of those wetlands have degraded, due to impacts of recreational activities, a warming and 

drying climate, and loss of beavers. In addition, recent trail construction, widening, and associated loss 

of vegetation have degraded the forest throughout the park. 

For this project option, conduct an assessment of the Chuckanut Community Forest/Hundred Acre 

Wood (CCF/HAW), using the 1st edition restoration standards developed by the Society for Ecological 

Restoration (McDonald et al. 2016). The “reference ecosystem” should be low elevation old growth 

forest dominated by Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) and Western hemlock (Tsuga heterophylla) 

trees and hydrologically connected old growth forested wetlands dominated by Western redcedar (Thuja 

plicata) trees. Use the five star rating system defined by McDonald et al. (2016), Table 2, and the 

attributes and star criteria described in McDonald et al. (2016) Table 3. You should record the star 

rating and rationale for each in the evaluation table below (Appendix 2, McDonald et al. 2016). You 

should supplement each of your rationale phrases in the table with a sentence or two describing the 

rationale. Then summarize your ratings graphically by filling in a “Recovery wheel,” similar to the 

example in Figure 2 (McDonald et al. 2016). Based on your assessment, identify the greatest restoration 

priority for CCF/HAW. All tables and figures from McDonald et al. (2016) cited above are copied 

below. 
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Evaluation:  Maximum 100 points possible.  A blank evaluation form is shown below.  

ESCI 439/539  Conservation of Biological Diversity 

Conservation Assessment Project      Evaluation Sheet     Name _______________ 

Option (1) Wildlife reintroduction assessment  

 Project summary (10 pts)   ______ 

 Necessity criteria evaluations (10 pts) ______ 

 Necessity criteria rationale statements (10 pts) ______ 

 Risk criteria evaluations (10 pts)   ______ 

 Risk criteria rationale statements (10 pts) ______ 

 Technical & logistical suitability criteria evaluations (10 pts) ______ 

 Technical & logistical suitability rationale statements (10 pts) ______ 

 Overall conclusion (20 pts)    ______ 

 Writing and Presentation (10 pts)  ______ 

Option (2) Restoration assessment for Chuckanut Community Forest/Hundred Acre Wood 

 Restoration assessment table, 18 ratings and evidence phrases (30 pts) ______ 

 Rationale statement for each rating, 18 statements (40 pts) ______ 

 Recovery wheel graphic (10 pts)   ______ 

 Greatest restoration priority (10 pts)  ______ 

 Writing and Presentation (10 pts)  ______ 

Total (100 pts)   _______ 
 

Evaluation rubric:  Descriptions that fully meet the following criteria will earn full credit. 

Option (1) Wildlife reintroduction assessment  

 Project summary: Description includes essential information about the project, including species, 

location(s), dates, number of animals released, source population(s), lead agency or organization, and 

basic logistical details. 

 Criteria evaluations (necessity, risk, technical & logistical suitability): ratings are appropriate, given 

project details and stated rationale.  

 Rationale statements (necessity, risk, technical & logistical suitability): statements are logical, well-

reasoned, and appropriate to the project. 

 Overall conclusion: evaluation is appropriate and follows from criteria assessments and criteria 

priorities. 

Option (2) Restoration assessment for Chuckanut Community Forest/Hundred Acre Wood 

 Assessment table: ratings are appropriate, given CCF/HAW conditions and stated rationale.  

 Rationale statements: statements are logical, well-reasoned, and appropriate. 

 Recovery wheel graphic: clearly presented, and consistent with ratings. 

 Greatest restoration priority: appropriate and consistent with star ratings and rationale statements. 


