Using the State Wildlife Action Plans

Case Studies in Strategic Conservation

Jeff Lerner - Defenders of Wildlife
Joe McGovern — lowa Natural Heritage Foundation

Michael Whitfield — Teton Regional Land Trust
Mark Shaffer — Doris Duke Charitable Foundation




Defenders of

Wildlife

...1s dedicated to the
protection of all native
wild animals and plants in
their natural
communities.

New approaches that keep
species from becoming
endangered

Protect entire ecosystems
and interconnected
habitats




Living Lands:

Helping Land Trusts
Conserve Biodiversity

Defenders of Wildlife

Living Lands Project




Living Lands Mission

e To support and increase the capacity of
the land trust community to conserve
biodiversity on private lands through
financial and technical assistance.

Defenders of Wildlife

Living Lands Project




Living Lands Project:
Why Now?

Standard 8 (Conservation value, Public benefits)

IRS and taxpayers need conservation donations to
be worthy of a federal tax benefit

Land trusts need to document “conservation

purposes” in easement language
Funders want strategic planning
New State Wildlife Action Plans (AKA

comprehensive wildlife conservation strategies)

Defenders of Wildlife

Living Lands Project




Road Map

o State Wildlife Grants program
o State Wildlife Action Plans

* Implementation of Plans

e | and Protection efforts




Biodiversity Loss

o 1,272 species listed as threatened or
endangered

« Estimated additional 15,000 species
at risk in the U.S.

« Habitat loss is a leading cause of
species imperilment in the U.S.

- e Wiy = . — )
» - - 8 ]
. T - o o w—_

5



Development:

Habitat Loss

10.4 million acres of forest lost
between 1982 and 1997

Estimated 44.2 million acres of
forest land lost by 2030

Jeff Vanuga Courtesy of NRCS

60% of rare and imperiled species
In the United States are found
within the boundary of a
metropolitan area

Photo Courtesy of USDA-NRCS

Presics by By D

Poweshiek Skipper Courtesy of MN DNR

Highways:
« Each mile of highway affects 48 acres of land

« Transportation Infrastructure alters 1/5 of the land

e area in the United States

Grizzly Bear Photo Courtesy of FWS




Ecological Impacts

Altered &=
physical =
environment

Modified
Behavior

Photo Courtesy of USDA-NRCS

Habitat Loss and
Fragmentation

Photo Courtesy of NRCS

Altered Hydro Regime

Altered
chemical
environment
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Reduced Nesting Success

Air Pollution

Water Pollution

Invasive Species
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Invasive Scotch Broom
Flickr

Mortality
from
Collisions

Increased

Roadside

Thistle
Flickr




Solutions?
e Land acquisition and protection

e Integrate conservation and land use
decisions

» Need access to species and habitat data

Photos Courtesy of NRCS

 Need knowledge of
ecosystem processes

Photos Courtesy of NRCS TheManWhoWasn'tThere




State & Tribal Wildlife
Grants Program

Defenders of Wildlife 7




State & Tribal Wildlife Grants

Established in 2000 through Interior Appropriations —
administered by USFWS

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

Non-regulatory proactive solution

State Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Plans completed
October 2005

Defenders played leading role in establishing program




Importance of
State Wildlife Grants Program

Conservation Planning — Most states have never
done a comprehensive wildlife plan

Habitat Conservation — Habitat loss Is the main
problem for wildlife. Plans can map out habitat areas
to conserve

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




State Wildlife Action Plans

Defenders of Wildlife 7




f,:‘zrgh_

State Wildlife Action Plans ”FJME

State and Tribal Wildlife Grants Program

Created by State Fish and Wildlife
Agencies
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Proactive, non-regulatory conservation

Comprehensive Assessments & Strategies:

[ ) Prlorlty SpeCIeS ,:; - ': :‘_{a:h 4_!?_‘ MEW HAMBESHIRE

ﬁ“u& Waldlite Action
* Priority habitats o ..

» Conservation threats

e Conservation actions




Conservation Information

Species of Greatest Conservation Need

WDFW FWS

Sharp-tailed Grouse, MT Karner Blue Butterfly,
NH

californiaherps.com
Great Plains Narrow
Mouthed Toad, AZ

Charles and Clint

Painted Bunting, GA

Key Habitats

NGS TNC

Short Grassland Prairie, MT  Pine Barrens, NH

o ' Brevardparks.com
californiaherps.com

Semi-Desert Wetland, AZ Scrub Shrub, SE U.S.




Wildlife Plans Review

Essential Questions:

 Where should we work?
(Conservation planning is a spatial exercise)

* What should we do when we get there?

(Conservation Goals & Actions) m
&

e What do we do first? CONSERIATN ACRCAS THE LOSCHPe
(Prioritization)

« Summary of Results in Defenders report:
“Conservation Across the Landscape: A Review of the
State Wildlife Action Plans”




Review Criteria

Eight Elements Additional Categories
e Species » Goals

e Habitat e Maps

e Threats e Methods

* Actions » Leadership

* Monitoring

 Policy Connections
e Funding
e Format

e Coordination
e Periodic Review
 Public Participation




Assessments of Wildlife

Viyaming Ecosystems
Habitat Quality
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Assessments of Wildlife

Threats Map: Synergistic
Effects of Factors that
Influence Habitat

(NMGFD, 2005)

Samerpastic Filects of Factons that Infleesce Habsita

law 1




Habitat Conservation: Mapping is Key

R X State Wildlife Action Plans
: jg‘*: A | Mapping Status
e, }éz‘,;\l Summer 2007
.=
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HI
- Maps focal areas
- Maps priority habitat types 1
|:| Maps habitat/land cover only or no habitat maps "5 -

50% of States produced maps showing
conservation focal areas




Florida's Strategic Habitat
Conservation Areas

Montana's Terrestrial Focus Areas

L
N
H.:Ch - Exihevg Peoieried Aeaw
Terrestrial Tier Il v e e Coesere o s st
Assignments
B
Lk
I &
l“ F-"’

Lo s abon Cppomuney Aresn




Strategy & Implementation

o Goals: 28% of plans included specific & measurable goals

lllinois Coastal Plain Natural Division:

“By 2020, increase land in public ownership within the
project area to 60,000 acres; achieve partial
reconnection of the Upper and Lower Segments of
the Cache River by 2010; reduce peak flows in Big
Creek by 25%” (pp. 128).

Source: lllinois Department of Natural Resources, 2005




Actions:

Strategy & Implementation

60% of plans prioritized actions

Plannine and Standards:

Orverall
Rank

Action Feasbility | Benefits

Explore wavys to protect natural lands and commercial forests from conversion that
are outside 2n Urban Service Boundary. Develop incentives to take into

consideration wildlife, habitat, and available water resources.

Convene a coalition of appropriate stakeholders (for example, conservationists, state
namural resource agencies, agriculmural interests, and major development and
economuc interests in Flonda) to develop voluntary and incentive-based
opportunities and methods for more ecologically friendly development and to
develop additional resources to protect, acquire, and manage natural lands identified
in the "Cooperative Conservation Blueprint” process.

Support retention of the designatons of Areas of Cniical State Concemn
(http://ccgov camr org/plan-d'manchester/chapter8 pdf) for the City of Apalachicola,
City of Key West, Green Swamp, Flonda Keys (Monroe County), Big Cypress
Swamp (Mizmi-Dade, Monroe, and Collier counties).

Encourage public/private partnerships to cooperatively help guide development
design and implementation with the geal of maximizing protection and proper
management of natural habitat 1dentified in the "Cooperative Conservation
Blueprint.”




Conservation Plans & Policy Connections

Conservation plans should address land use decisions
that cause habitat loss




Development threats to wildlife

State Wildlife Action Plans
Emphasis on Development Threats
Winter 2007

Threat Emphasis
I 7o Threat Statewide
Il 7o theeat to ecoregion or habitat

- Strong Emphasis
[ | Incuded as a threat

« All 51 Plans indicated that development is an issue for wildlife
» 8 Plans indicate that development is the greatest threat to wildlife in their state

« 17 Plans indicated that development is a fop threat to a specific region or habitat

« 12 Plans indicated that development is a significant issue of concern




Funding: Strategic Investment
In Habitat Conservation

* The U.S. spends approximately $3 Billion a year on
land conservation.

o State Wildlife Grants provides $65 million a year for

wildlife planning, research and some habitat
conservation.

» More strategic use of land conservation spending for
habitat values Is critical and achievable with
conservation plans.




What Can Land Trusts Do?

Learn about your state wildlife action plan

Ask states to tell you where it is 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




Questions:

Was anyone involved in developing
their state’s wildlife action plan?

Do you see opportunities to use
your state’s information or plan?

Defenders of Wildlife €
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CONSERVATION ACROSS THE LANDSCAPE
& Bpuog » of b Tnie o i Ao s

Contact:

Jeff Lerner

(202) 682 9400


mailto:jlerner@defenders.org
http://www.defenders.org/statewildlifeplans
http://www.wildlifeactionplans.org/

Upper
Midwest
Wildlife

Habitat

Protection
Initiative







Upper Midwest Initiative:

5 states
Multiple non-profit partners




3 year initiative
$59 million

$10.8 million from
Doris Duke
Charitable
Foundation







Priority land
protection
regions

Based on
e« SWAP

Plans & priorities of
partners

i Project potential
Meorimsisorgly Partner strengths

Several adjoin at
state lines




Lead
Organizations

The Conservation Fund

A and Blufflands:
owa Natural Heritage
—oundation

e MO & IL:
Ducks Unlimited




Capital for land

protection
$9.5 million from DDCF

For land purchase or
protection by conservation
easement

5:1 match = $57 million in total
land protection value

Investment income also goes
to land



Amplification

Strategic
communications

To create fertile
ground for achieving
more priority habitat
protection

$1.3 million from DDCF for
amplification and
administration

$400,000 match needed for
amplification




SWAP Advisory Group Meeting

« Des Moines
e 92 Individuals
59 Organizations
e 36 Vision elements
265 Strategies




LANDCOVER IN IOWA - 2000

2000 LANDCOVER OF |[OWA

GRASSHAY

Row CROP

ARTIFICIAL
B BEARREN
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Publicly Owned Conservation Lands - To Scale

I CCB - 134,402 Acres
B City - 2,407 Acres
Il Federal - 138,712 Acres Total Acres ' 604,183

Other - 6,437 Acres Note: All acreges are approximations based
) State - 322,226 Acres on the G AP Stewardship data
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6 VISION ELEMENTS

* Viable Wildlife Populations

e Focus on Providing Habitat

« Manage for Biodiversity
 More Places to Enjoy Wildlife

e lowans Will Value Wildlife

« Adequate and Stable Funding




IOWA's SWAP

e Goal of doubling protected land

== Fund+ng IS thema;or Issue
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INHF’s Private Land Stewardship

Protected Land

LO participation

Quality natural systems
Land Stewardship interns

Funded by LO and grants













‘E".ij.: ) |,|'§,“

e
= Ao
1# -

: 7 rﬁ;:;ﬁ ':f L it -
. B af-.’" Tl ] 4 i

& |“_:'
- IF
&

3
4
Ty
ki




Easement language to
reflect stewardship

« Guide management plans and restoration practices

 Allow for Farm Bill conservation programs, cost share programs,
other stewardship assistance

«...Conduct land mgmt. on protected private land

 “Right, but not the obligation, to perform stewardship activities on
the Property”

 Right to charge landowner mgmt. costs



Opportunities from SWAP

ldentify and protect large blocks of wildlife habitat
quickly, before ecosystems are further fragmented

Improve the health of the land through mgmt. and
protection

Forge more,
stronger
partnerships

NCrease awareness .. hw.. o it . 5
of wildlife/conservatic. .., .« =% 0 8 LE
needs ' VAR T T




State Wildlife Action Plans:
A Resource for Conservationists

1)

DORIS DUKE

CHARITABLE FOUNDATION

ViarkeSHahier
Bregram Diecte o ther ERVIeREnt

EUGers/eeting o1 Octonel: 4, 2007



PIDCE Envirenmenit: Prograns
B e T R

“...the preservation of wildlife, both flora and fauna...”

- from the will of Doris Duke
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National Wildlie Conservation System:
ArgUIlEeismany GliferentiabfIcS amne Colors:

- [FE0ENal OpVEMMENL
(USEWS, NPS; BLLMS, NES; etc.)
» otate ngémmer
(StalterpParks; WIVIASTELCT)
> [Local gevermment
-~ Nationalregionaiféslocal
[elplelidCisiEs;
- ConsenvationEasements
> Privatelanasi(Working ianass etc)
~ Rentals (CRP, WRP)




Next Steps:

A Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation
Strategy for Wyoming

Comprehemsive Widlife Conservation Strategy
Fer New Metics
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Wy EecUs on State Plans?

> Preactive — Address SpPeCIES
|OSSHIETRNE, CIiSIS

> State-hased — officialfstatus
at fight level of: geVermmentin
age el develvement

> Incentive-driven —
collalherauve; notreguiaie);
APPIGECH

> Spatially explicit — process
Enalslesimeaes Lo direct
PIOLECHION] EliGIS

> Leverage puklic and
pRVate iundsi= can bring S
MERY ParNErS o) talhle = B e




DDCF Role To Date
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| and Protection Initiatives

E@alS

> Brotect key hanitats
StimulateNnmplementauen
ERNGRGE OtREr TUNEENS
SpIlleVer elifect
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FEALUNES

> Vibl=state

> VblEyEar

> CapitaliNoriand

> Implementation ACHVILIES




. and Protection Initiatives
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STATE WILDLIFE PLANS: PRIORITY MAPS
Winter 2006

I - Maps focal arcas

I:l - Maps priority habitats
- Maps habitat/land cover or
No habitat maps
[ |-Plans not reviewed

Source: Defenders of Wildlife




STATE WILDLIFE PLANS: PRIORITY MAPS
Summer 2007

|:| - Maps priority habitats
- Maps habitat/land cover or
No habitat maps
| |- Plans not reviewed

. Futrts Rico I:I ;:m-n
Fruod
D Wirgin lslands D Mot baer

Warizna klands

O e

Source: Defenders of Wildlife




VieRtana

Commonly Identified Conservation Focus Areas
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STATE OF COLORADO

Colorado

650 Fifth Avenue, 19 Floor
‘New York, NY 10019

Drear Mr, Shaffer:

My consuitations with Colotado Division of Wildlife staff suggest that the Statc of
Colorado will require approximately two months to make appropriatec improvements to
the maps accompanying the plan. Shortly thereafter, the Statc of Colotado will formally
append thesc maps to its wildlife action plan. Like the Doris Duke Charitable
Foundation, we believe that the state wildlife action plan can be a valuable tool to guide
stratcgic investments of public and private capital toward important wildlife habitat
protection projects.




SGCNs by HUC

Factors Influencing Habitats

Key Habitats
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Threat Index Vulnerability Index

Arizona

Arizona Game and Fish Department
2221 W Greenway Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85023-4312




ldaho Land Trusts and Implementation
of the Idaho Comprehensive Wildlife
Conservation Strategy

] P

The Teton Regional Land Trust




The Teton Regional Land Trust

Our Mission

Yellowstone
o Island

Naonal - . {0 conserve
Clark | s agricultural and
S S Fremont * | natural lands and to

R R v enen, 8 encourage land
A st s dntinng 1y e stewardship in the
55 01 efrerson | *Rexburg ' Teton ‘:wm Upper Snake River

? - Madison | Driggs « t:-if, Park _

Watershed for the
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Bonneville

a legacy for future

i Bing[ﬁam
generations.




* Collaborative Conservation Planning

3\ e Land Protection

e Stewardship

» Restoration

» Ecological Monitoring

 Land Management

L ... +Outreach and Education




Collaborative Conservation Planning

' Idaho Department of Fish and Game j CRITIEAL CoNSERVATION Lo me e

Crucial lands mapping ; m}

a1 T Tl
1.I LRl 1 #_ *

 Heart of the Rockies Initiatives,
Greater Yellowstone Crucial Lands | Pupas g

'\.\

 TRLT and Partners, Focal Area Planning
(sub-watershed specific efforts for \\_,-
target species/habitats)

 Species guild focused initiatives,
Idaho Partners in Flight, (IBIS)
USFWS — Migratory Bird Office
Trumpeter Swan Society

 Baseline Inventories/GIS Program



IDAHO COMPREHENSIVE
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION
STRATEGY

As submitted to the USDI Fish and Wildlife Service,
MNational Advisory Acceptance Team

September 2005

Idaho Department of Fish and Game
600 5. Walnut, P.O. Box 25, Boise, |D 83707




Required Elements of the CWCS

 Distribution and abundance of indicative wildlife species;
» Locations and relative condition of key habitats;

» Descriptions of potential problems;

* Necessary conservation actions;

* Proposed monitoring plans;

* Procedures for periodic Strategy review,;

» Plans for coordination among federal, state, and local agencies and
Indian tribes;

Broad public participation.




Why is the ICWCS Timely?

N

ldaho has the
third highest
population
growth rate in
nation

Rapid residential
and resort
development
threaten
Important
habitats




Eco-sections of ldaho Established by
Interior Columbia Basin Ecosvstem Management Project, 2001
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Methodology

14 Ecological sections

229 Species of
Greatest Conservation
Need

55 Ecological Systems

Conservation
Strategies




Regional Application

* 5 Ecological Sections

e Diverse Habitats In
ldaho Portion of
the Greater
Yellowstone
Ecosystem

Eco-sections of TRLT Service Area Established by ° | m pO rtant to m any Of
Interior Columbia Basin Ecosystem Management Project, 2001 :
ldaho’s SGCN

E Teton Regional Land Trust Secvece Area Bl Croeithrust Mountaing Section
Baavarhead Mountsing Secton Bl Snake River Basalts Section

N
-"\".r‘-\
wADN e
AT E B Horthwestemn Basin and Rangs Section Yelowstone Highlands Section




. Conservation
Activities
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Habitat Types Emploved by ICWCS
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Conservation

Planning
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“Substantial
Improvements are
needed in annual
surveys. . .."

T Ml “‘Maintain grain fields
2002-2005 Greater Sandhill Crane and Waterbird Migration-Foraging Habitat an d rOOSt SlteS at
D el traditional staging

™ Fall Distryladion [ Penching TELT Congervialion Easepieids
Sanycliudl Crame Night Boosang Areas LSFS
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“Protect and maintain
habitats, avoid
disturbance to
breeding complexes
(lands within 2 km
radius of occupied
leks).”
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Columbian Sharp-Tailed Grouse Breeding Habitat
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Landscape
Protection

Work at landscape
scale to “protect and
maintain habitats,
avoid disturbance to
breeding complexes
(lands within 2 km
radius of occupied
leks).”




Conservation

stewardship
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“Protect habitat areas
that are >42 ha
(enough habitat for at
least one breeding
pair). Protect nesting
areas from disturbance.
Contribute to regional

s monitoring effort.”
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Teton Basin Trout Distribution

Vellowstone Cutthroat Trout (YCT) Only 4/ YCT Seasonally
4 W
No YCT N YOT and Emnbow Trout
/N\/ YCT and Brook Trout /\/ YCT, Brook and Rainbow Trout

YT Tg-]_ﬂ“ﬂ-r}r 5‘1}3“1-&“5: L{\caﬁ s O IDFG qull;ﬂﬁﬂll Mom EQ!'!ILI]-E-'. Reaches

] 10 Wiles

Drata Source: Gregory Aquatics and the Henry's Fork Foundation, 2005

4]

Follow “details on
restoration activities for
conservation of YCT.”




Fremont County Important Waterbird Habitat

e AN S Focal Area
T e Application

e Conservation
planning for crucial
private land
habitats

e Potential work

with willing
landowners on
voluntary basis



State-wide Steps for
Wildlife Conservation

Strategy = Action Plans

Objective 1

: Objective 2
Action Objective 3
PI an A Objective 4

Objective 1
Objective 2
Objective 3



Recruit state and regional stakeholders to

jointly implement a long-term approach to
conservation of SGCN

Prioritize
Species

Stakeholder

Inputs

AN

- A
.| Prioritize /

Places

Stakeholder
Inputs

Communicate
Results

|

4

Local, Regional, &
State Outputs



A species oriented approach . ..

MS Excel pivot  prarsrrserrem
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A place oriented approach . ..

Use a Spatial Decision Support System (NatureServe
Vista) to incorporate:
» Ecological integrity or viability
BV » Scientific uncertainty
= - Stakeholder values

- i

S

To answer:

Where do priority species occur?

Are there overlaps with other state-, regional-
or section-wide priorities?

How do they compare with other
agency/stakeholder priorities?



Examples . ..

4

*

* Prioritized species

» State habitat priorities

» Ecological Section habitat priorities
* Wetland important bird areas

* Big game (elk) winter range

L/

*

o0

4

®

(/

®

(/

®

L)



A North Idaho Application . . .

Flathead Valley

“Okanogan
Highlands

Palouse Prairie




Prioritized Species

A Stonefly (Capnia zukeli)
Burbot (Lota lota)

Mission Ck Oregonian (Crpytomastix magnidentata)
White-winged Crossbill (Loxia leucoptera)

An Oregonian (Crpytomastix mullani blandi)

Smoky Taildropper (Prophysaon humile)

Pygmy Slug (Kootenaia burkei)

Lyre Mantleslug (Udosarx lyrata)

Integrity  Confidence

High High

B ved B Med
Low [ Low




Integrity  Confidence
High
Bl \ed

e -&:’;._

State Habitat Sectidn Habitat Wetland Elk Winter

Priorities Priorities IBAS Range




Priority Species #7%.4 All Things
Species =1 S Equal
Wetland IBAs = 0.5 o oy 2
State Habitat = 0.5

Section Habitat = 0.5
Elk Range =0

All Weights = 1

hts included



Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks

Comprehensive Fish and Wildlife Conservation Strategy

Aquatic Focus Areas

Milas




Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks
Comprehensive Fish and Wildlife Conservation Strategy
Terrestrial Focus Areas




Partners for Fish and Wildlife Focus Areas

Additional Information :
A 100 http://partners.fws.gov

Mies http:/lecos.fws.gov/docs/partners/web/pdf/163. pdf

@

Montana Fish.
Wildlife B Pari




The Nature Conservancy Priority Areas

Additional Information:
hitp:/'www.nature.org/wherewework/northamericalstates/montanalpreserves/ ]
http:/l'www.biogeog.ucsb.edu/projectsitnc/overview.html

SMongana Fish.
Wildlife B Parle




U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Conservation Focus Areas of the Great Divide

0 25 50 100 Additional Information : Montana Fish,
Wiles http://'www.fws.gov/moyoco !
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Commonly Identified Conservation Areas
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Falls

Intersection of Focus Areas includes:
Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks CFWCS Tier One Focus Areas
USFWS Conservation Focus Areas of the Great Divide

100 Partners for Fish and Wildlife Conservation Focus Areas

Nature Conservancy Priority Areas

&

SMongana Fish.
Wildlife B Parle
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Heart of the Rockies Initiative

American Land Conservancy

Bitter Root Land Trust

Clark Fork-Pend Oreille Conservancy
The Conservation Fund

Five Valleys Land Trust

Flathead Land Trust

Gallatin Valley Land Trust

Green River Valley Land Trust

Inland Northwest Land Trust

Jackson Hole Land Trust

The Land Conservancy of BC

Montana Land Reliance

The Nature Conservancy — ID, MT & WY
Lemhi Regional Land Trust

Nature Conservancy of Canada — Alb & BC
Prickly Pear Land Trust

Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation
Sagebrush Steppe Land Trust

Trust for Public Land

Teton Regional Land Trust

Wyoming Stock Growers Agricultural Land Trust
Vital Ground Foundation




Conservation Plan for the Greater
Yellowstone Ecosystem

[GCT B Lards with high walue for woluntary conservation in the GY

12 land trusts in GYE

Biological value,
agricultural value &
community support

Identifies 2.8 million
acres with high
conservation value

A 10 year goal to conserve
i A balal of 23 milllion aces inthe EYE have high value far volun- walurrarly cargsre 1 milion of fhee aores ooy dhe et 10 1 m i I I i O n aC reS

lary private land cormenvation hassd an ther blakeg kel impar- eum. Tarough the we of danailsd and bargedn-purhassd can-
Lance ared fheir impartance @ sarking laadscapes. This prpeaal servation =xements, i bid sould be pralecied fram inappra-
talk Tor land NG 1 w0 with wlling private landosnen o priaie suhdvEieR and desslaprient




Conservation Plan for Crown of the

Continent and Ildaho Panhandle

| RN Lands with High Walue for Voluntary Conservation in the COCEIP

14 land trusts

= Biological value,
agricultural value &
community support

= ldentifies 2.2 million
acres with high
conservation value

@ 10 year goal to conserve
516,000 acres




Conservation of “High-Value” Private
Land by HOTR Land Trusts in the GYE,
2002-06 (Acres/year)

S{ON0[0]0)
45,000
40,000
35,000
30,000
25,000
20,000
15,000
10,000

5,000

Acres Conserved

+

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

HOTR Land trusts in the GYE have conserved
a cumulative total of 186,743 acres since 2002



Some Next Steps for Wildlife Action

Refine statewide and regional maps to inform
conservation priorities, engage stakeholders.
Collaboratively expand private land
considerations in planning (with a willing
landowner perspective).

Continually expand public involvement and
awareness.

Address “the broad range of wildlife and
associated habitats”, within SGCN focus, to
Include habitats for aquatic species.

Broaden collaboration to fully leverage
existing programs to achieve habitat goals.
Build collaboration to advocate for new public
programs and funding to achieve
conservation goals (e.g. new tax incentives).




Thanks for collaborative thinking to:

Kevin Church, Leona Svancara, Rita Dixon
IDF&G and ICDC

*Paul Sihler and HOTR
TRLT graphics, GIS by:
» Angie Rudolph

Photos provided by:

*Tom Vezo
eHoward Stoddard
*Florence McCall
*TRLT Staff and Board
Willing landowners who leave a legacy
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