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Sﬁ rt- talled albatross USFWS
~—wEskimo curlew - USFWS
= Aleutian shield fern - USFWS

Steller’s sea lion (western stock) - NMFS

Bowhead whale - NMFS
Fin whale - NMES
Humpbackwhale - NMFES

| -@ther raneispesiesHiNorth PaCIiCHignrWAZIE S S| HESSS

J.es——Semnd the Leatherback turtle -
NI




= Spectacled eider - USFWS
= Steller's eider (AK breeding pop) - USFWS

= Northern sea otter, southwest Alaska DPS -
U_SFWS

wiSteller seaslionyeastenn pEpr="NVIFS
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=  Polar bear (world-wide) - USFWS
= Black-footed albatross - USFWS
= Yellow-billed loons - USFWS

= Queen Charlotte goshawk — USEW.S

o Kittletz’s murrelet — USFWS

-*Gook InletivelugagvhalesNIVIES
AR Canal herring - NMFS




Conservation Agreement for
the Yellow-billed Loon

.

Sig_rle'(_j SEPYOLIRZB0GbYAStateNsFEderal agencies,
s North Slope Berough
Goal is to protect loons and their breeding, brood-rearing,

and migrating habitats in Alaska
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s Recovery plans delineate reasonable actions
whichrare-believed to be required to recover
and/or protect a listed species.

= They are prepared by the responsible agency,

sometimes with the assistance of recovenyteams;
contractors, state agencies, or others.

heyssenve,as,a guide that delineates and
wsehedules those actions belleVedmeECESSal

ﬁg@;ﬂih@iﬂ&'@ﬁecfes‘a's aviable, self-
staining element of thelr ecosystem.
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e = A‘a'Escriptio—n of site~specific management actions
~—that may-benecessary to achieve goals for
conservation and survival of the species.

= Objective measurable criteria that can'berused toe
determine whether a species can be removed from
a list.

i — ————

Aﬁ_ﬂmateSﬁWe andCosts ror carrying out

wsactions needed to achieve the plan’s goals.
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ﬂ_-ﬂ'lrﬁ:e: ESA authorizes the designation of
~ 'criticalthabitat.”

= "Critical habitat” is defined as areas
essential for the "conservation®of the
species in question. "Conservation” Is

SOETined dsiusing all meansyecessanyao

ﬁgﬂg—a@m thepointit no longer

needs the protection of the Act.




--‘The=appropr|ate a0ency MUST de3|gnate crltlcal habltat”for =
- listed species on the basis of the best scientific data
= available and after taking into consideration the economic
Impact, and any other relevant impact, of designating a
particular area as critical habitat.

= The agency may exclude an area from.designation ii the
agency determines that the benefits of such exclusion
outweigh the benefits of specifying an‘area as part of

iticalshabitatpunless it is determined,.based on the best

S entlflc ancicomniercial data avaizisieinaisine TNl Urene
Jhm&ﬂ'fesmt*m‘the extinction of the
les concerned.

= Actions of the Secretary in designating critical
habitat are judicially reviewable.




Or WOrking purposes the agenmes deflne crltlcal |

abitat” as:

— the specific areas within the geographic range occupied
by the species at the time of listing, if they contain

physical or biological features essential to'censervation,

and those features may require special management
considerations or protection and

— Specific areas outside the geographicaliancareccupicd

ﬁ#ﬁe_spﬁam 2EERGYA MBtermines that the area
tSEeli"Is essential for conservation.




|gnat|on of crltlcal habltat forces
“consideration of economic and other effects.

= The critical habitat designation process
provides guidance for landowners:

saDesignationsofi critical habitat.reguires
SUconsuliativhHenYederalaetions

E-S; ection 7 consultation).




— Tﬁé_designétion Precess also provides neceésé‘rgl '
“Riermatienrior Section 10 permits and habitat
conservation plans.

= The designation process provides information, for
land acquisition decisions.

=_Critical habitat informs the meaning of "harm™ in
= deiinition, of "take”. -

e designation process informs

development of recovery plans.




= Spectacled Elder
= Northern Sea Otters
= Aleutian Canada Goose
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= [Listed!as threatened under the ESA on May
10 L IYE
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=" A Recovery Planiwas prepared on Aug. 12, 1996,

SPECTACLED EIDER

RECOVERY ol Esfabl_lshed measurable
PLAN A& . objectives, for recovery.
. Identified strategies for

recovery.

Set timelines and costs




-’Cntlcal habltat as define e“b"2—2001

- Breeding Area

- Molting Area

- Wintering Area

200 0 200
200 0 200 400
——___——

Kilometers
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; = Resulted in'specific permit stipulatio
aimed te meet the recovery goals.
= On the state side, specific stipulations

aimed to protect Spectacled Eiders
were developed.
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= Listed as threatened under the ESA on
~ August 9, 2005.
= Also, protected under the Marine Mammal

Protgction Act.




S A Recovery Teamiwas formed to develop a
IxKecovenry Plan.

he State has representation on the team.
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— = Specific permit stipulations are being—— —

—_developed to address the listing.

*= On the state side, resource development
activities are permitted in a manner that
minimizes impact to Northern Sea Otters.
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— A—'ﬁgcovery Plan wasadopted in1974.
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Polar [

—Listing Process: —— ———

- Proposed as threatened 1/9/07

= Comment period reopened until 10/23 to
allow public input on USGS reports

= Final decision due Jan. 2008







= Loss of sea ice may have detrimental effects on some
subpopulations.

SPoeldiIrbears iave survivedy Jﬁu warmm_i HENAS ST
— to the current one. ‘ -

= World population is currently at record levels; 3 times
higher than the 1970s.

= Predicted decline is back to levels observed in the
1970s.

= We cannot accurately predict sea ice extent 45 years
omnow: whichiis the basis for proposed listing.

m——
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rdaearm-ly more adaptable than given
credit for.

* Food sources will change if climate change (sea ice
loss) continues.




Polar bear
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= Cooperative efforts with Alaska Natives on
harvest levels

wwincidental take regulations for oil &.gass

umerous—avﬁu‘énce stips
®"Monitoring project at Kaktovik

= Working with Village of Kaktovik to develop
a Bear-Human Interaction Plan







E The‘pi)‘pulatlon was reduced drastlcally from 19'94 1998 by '
~—oVer-hunting. _

Harvest probably targeted mature whales, affecting normal
age distribution in the population, reducing recruitment.

A harvest moratorium was developed at the State's request

in 1999 which stemmed the decline.

Annual surveys 1999-2005 show no statistically significant
decline.

wpPopulation estimate increased in2006. 2007 estimate:is

%tedtmﬂﬂer increase.
miherecovery is beginning as predicted. It is premature to

list.




Thoughts on ESA
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= The ESA wa;not designed to conéider ecdldgiéé_l
- ——change. Habitats are expected to remain static under
the ESA. They do not.

= Critical Habitat designations are not supposed to

include all former range, only essential habitats.

= _Recoyvery. plans must have realistic goals and
Sobjectives., Population recoveryiehjectives arerofter

W&mﬂlﬂ%omaﬁﬁn evels without

nsideration of natural ecological change and
sometimes with irrelevant timelines.




