What species are currently considered candidates for federal listing In Maine?  
Candidate species are plants and animals for which the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service has sufficient information on their biological status and threats to propose them as endangered or threatened under the Endangered Species Act, but for which development of a proposed listing regulation is precluded by other higher priority listing activities.  
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The following species are being evaluated by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) for federal listing: 
· Red knot (Calidris canutus rufa);PROPOSED;  2004 to 2008 petitions; proposed for listing as threatened on September 27, 2013. Critical habitat determination pending.
· Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis); PROPOSED; 2010 petition; Service found petition contained substantial information and listing may be warranted; proposed for listing as endangered on October 2, 2013. Critical habitat not determinable at this time.
· New England cottontail rabbit (Sylvilagus transitionalis); CANDIDATE; 2000 petition; in 2004 Service found that listing was warranted but precluded (priority 2); The Service will complete a status review and listing determination by September 30, 2015.

The following species are being considered for listing:
· Little brown bat (Myotis lucifugus); Service initiated status review to be completed by the end of 2013.  If warranted, a proposed listing rule will follow shortly thereafter.  If warranted but precluded, the species will be placed on the Candidate list.
· Bicknells thrush (Catharus bicknelli); 2010 petition; in 2012 Service found substantial information exists indicating listing may be warranted; a completion date for the status review is 2017. 
· American eel (Anguilla rostrata); 2004 petition, Service found listing was not warranted; 2010 petition, Service found substantial information exists indicating listing may be warranted; the Service will complete a status review and listing determination by September 30, 2015.
· Eastern small-footed bat (Myotis leibii); 2010 petition; in 2011 Service found substantial information existed that listing may be warranted; Service completed a status review and found that species is not warranted for listing on October 2, 2013.

Candidate species are assigned a listing priority from 1 to 12 based on the magnitude and immediacy of threats and their taxonomic uniqueness.
What protection does the ESA require for species that are candidates and proposed for federal listing?

Candidate and proposed species receive no statutory protection under the ESA. They are not protected from take as are threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages cooperative conservation efforts for these species because they are, by definition, species that may warrant future protection under the ESA.

What are the ESA section 7 consultation requirements for proposed species?

Consultation for proposed species is called “conferencing” and is intended to resolve potential conflicts associated with federal funded or permitted projects at an early planning stage.  For intra-Service consultations only, all candidate species are treated as proposed species.

However, federal agencies may request a conference on any proposed action that may affect proposed species or proposed critical habitat.  The Service can also request a conference after reviewing available information and concluding a proposed action is likely to jeopardize proposed species or destroy or adversely modify proposed critical habitat.

Federal agencies will be required to conference on the red knot and northern long-eared bat if the proposed action is likely to jeopardize the continued existence of a proposed species or destroy or adversely modify proposed critical habitat.  
What are the ESA section 7 consultation requirements for candidate and other species being considered for listing? 

There is currently no legal obligation to conference on candidate or other species being considered for listing such as the New England cottontail.  However, the Service strongly encourages consideration of these species during project planning.  Early consideration may allow the project to be designed in a manner that avoids adverse effects to these species; thereby averting future project delays after a species is listed.
How is conferencing done?
Informal conferences are informal discussions between the Service and federal action agency on ways to avoid or minimize adverse effects to proposed species.  At the conclusion of an informal conference, the Services issues a conference report containing the recommendations for reducing adverse effects. These recommendations are advisory.
Formal conferences are requested by federal agencies if they believe the federal action is likely to jeopardize proposed species or destroy or adversely modify proposed critical habitat. Formal conferences follow the same process as formal consultation for listed species. A conference opinion is written following the same content outline as a biological opinion. The incidental take statement provided with a conference opinion does not take effect until the Service adopts the conference opinion as a biological opinion after the species is listed.  Conference opinions may include reasonable and prudent alternatives, which are mandatory. 
How does ESA consultation proceed if a proposed species is listed?

If the candidate or proposed species is listed prior to the completion of the federal action or while the agency maintains discretionary authority for the action, the need for formal consultation must be determined. Adverse effects caused by the ongoing federal action would require formal consultation.  If a conference opinion for a proposed species was developed prior to the federal action, the Service can adopt the conference opinion as a biological opinion and incidental take coverage is conferred to the federal agency.

If listing of the species occurs after the action is completed and discretionary authority has ended, then no further consultation is needed.
What are the advantages of conferencing with the Service on candidate and proposed species?

Early, informal conferences with the Service are recommended to avert future project delays after a species is listed. Also, one of the Service’s goals is to facilitate cooperative conservation of species that are candidates or under consideration for listing.  Early conservation may reduce or eliminate threats to the species such that listing may not be warranted.
Where can I find information on the status of candidate species in Maine? 
The list of candidate and species under review is constantly changing as the Service initiates status reviews or is petitioned to list.
 The Maine Field Office web page includes a list of endangered, threatened, proposed, candidate, and species under review that occur in Maine.  http://www.fws.gov/mainefieldoffice/Endangered_and_Threatened_Species.html 
Each year, the Service publishes a Candidate Notice of Review (CNOR) that updates the status of species being considered for federal listing http://www.fws.gov/endangered/what-we-do/cnor.html  
The Service’s Endangered Species web page contains the latest documents and information on the status of proposed and candidate species. http://www.fws.gov/endangered/
To improve ESA implementation and address several court decisions, a schedule for listing determinations was developed through 2018. http://www.fws.gov/endangered/improving_esa/listing_workplan.html

For More Information

For questions about candidate species, please contact Laury Zicari, Field Supervisor, at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (207-866-3344 ext. 111 or laury_zicari @ fws .gov).
                                                                                                                                                      October, 2013
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