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Outline

* Biodiversity planning

e State wildlife action plans

e Blufflands Alliance projects
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Habitat Loss:
Leading Cause of Species Imperilment
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Wildlife Protection
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Essential Questions

e Where should we work?

(Conservation planning is a spatial exercise)

e What should we do when we get there?
(Conservation Goals & Actions)

e What do we do first?
(Prioritization)
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Site Selection

® Identity high priorities at landscape
level:

Representation (types of sites)
Resiliency (size of sites)

Redundancy (number of sites)

Restoration (habitat potential)
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Conservation Network Design

® Patch Size
® Proximity
e Connectivity

® Patch Shape

® Module on network design at:
www.biodiversitypartners.org
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Planning Process

® Identity biodiversity

e Assemble data

® Assess existing conservation network

® Set Goals

e Evaluate the viability of the occurrences

* Analyze data to select a network of
conservation areas

® Assess threats and set priorities

Living Lands Project




Conservation Planning Solutions

Variety of:
Methods,
Scales,
Jurisdictions

Core Habhitat

» Together, Living Waters and
BicMap identify:
# 35% of lakes and ponds
+ 347% of rivers and streams
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Oregon Biodiversity Project
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State & Tribal Wildlife Grants Program

e Established in 2000 through Interior
Appropriations - administered by USFWS

e Focus on Species of Greatest Conservation
Need (SGCN) to avoid future listings

* Non-regulatory proactive solution based on
Fish & Wildlife Conservation Act of 1980

e State Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation
Plans completed October 2005
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Importance of
State Wildlife Grants Program

e Conservation Planning - Most states have never
done a comprehensive wildlite plan

e Habitat Conservation - Habitat loss is the main
problem for wildlife. Plans can map out habitat
areas to conserve

e Policy Connections - To address habitat, plans can
be used to inform land use decisions

* Funding - Plans can be used to inform other
funded planning & conservation investments
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Wildlife Plans Review

Comments on Plans

Review Criteria

CONSERVATION ACROSS THE LANDSCAPE: Database
A Review of the State Wildlife Action Plans

Defenders Emphasis: In
short, a good conservation
= plan will tell you what
1R needs to be done (actions),
where (maps) and in what
order (prioritization)
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Review Criteria

Eight Elements Additional Categories
Species ® Goals
Habitat ® Maps
Threats ® Methods
Actions e Leadership
Monitoring, Policy Connections
Coordination Funding
Periodic Review Format

Public Participation
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Habitat Conservation: Mapping is Key

STATE WILDLIFE PLANS: PRIORITY MAPS 40% of States produced maps
e showing conservation focal

BIOLOGICALLY UNIQUE LANDSCAFPES IN NEBRASHA

- - Maps focal areas
|:| - Maps priority habitats
[~ Maps habitatland cover or

Mo habitat maps
[__]- Plans not reviewed

NEBRASKA NATURAL LEGACY PROJECT
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Conservation Plans & Policy Connections

Sprawl
Transportation

Private
Working Lands

Public Lands

Economics

Conservation plans should address land use decisions that cause habitat
loss
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Illinois

Target easements to achieve desired
wildlife and habitat benefits, based
on sound principles of reserve
design, patch size, and long-term
viability

Restoration / enhancement /
stewardship funding for new
easements

Specific tool for several conservation
opportunity areas
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Iowa: Priority Areas

Map 8-17. High Priority Areas for Cooperative Conservation Actions
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Goal: By 2030, the amount of permanently
protected wildlife habitat in Iowa will be doubled.
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Minnesota: Priorities

e Ecological provinces: X: Bluftlands

25 “subsections Distribution of key habitats and
species richness by township

Local partnerships identify
conservation opportunities

DISTRIBUTION OF KEY HABITATS AND SPECIES RICHNESS BY TOWNSHIP

This map depicts key habitats and the number of
species of SGCN per township based on the sources
listed below. It suggests there 15 often a relationship
between key habitats and species richness (1e., the
variety of species of SGCN in a township).

Sources.

Major River Centerline Traces m Mimescta, 1984

MCBS Nattve Plant Comwunitias (NPC), 2005

N DNE 24K Rivers and Streams, 2003

MN DR County Biological Survey (MCES), 2005

MM DNE Fizh datzbaze, 2003

M DNE. Natural Hentage databaze, 2005

MN DNE. Statewida Mussal Survay, 2005

The Natwe Conservaney Rivers and Streams combined dataset, 2003

[l Key habitats - NPC For more iformation on how this map was constructed,
[ Key river reaches % ; 2\ please see the Subsection Profile Overview in Chapter 3.
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W isconsin

e Ecological
Landscapes

® Species
Distribution by
Landscape
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Wisconsin Land Legacy

"lces and b

nd cover

[ c

Legacy Places and ecological landscapes

94
E/ Lk Micleipan
f Precki (a
) m
\y’f"
FNI (N ﬂ ﬁ
. Sauthern Lake

?)M o mmgmcmsml

)
o

P
it B'S_JF L

Living Lands Project




Conclusions

Land uses that impact habitat will continue to put species
at risk

ESA implementation will continue to be controversial,
upstream solutions are needed

Numerous plans and tools exist in each state, including a
comprehensive wildlife conservation plan, with potential
to provide strategic direction for wildlite protection and

public benefits

Opportunities for land trust involvement in strategic
habitat protection, restoration, policy and funding
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What Can Land Trusts Do?

Learn about your state wildlife action plan or other
regional/statewide biodiversity plans

Ask states to tell you where it 1s most important to protect

wildlife habitat

Invest your time and dollars strategically in those places

Make use of incentive programs to restore or manage habitat
and implement actions

Help your state improve its wildlife plan
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For more information:

www.defenders.org/statewildlifeplans

www.biodiversitypartners.org

Jeff Lerner tF N D @

Director, Conservation Planning
202-772-0291 A .
jlerner@defenders.org
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Bluttlands Alliance

Biufflands Mlian-:e
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