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| took a stab at responding to thisDTS. Comments welcome.

Seth

EEEEE R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE RS

Seth L. Willey

Branch Chief for Classification and Recovery
Mountain-Prairie Region, USFWS

Seth_Willey@fws.gov
303-236-4257
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---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Annette Naylon <annette naylon@fws.gov>

Date: Wed, Sep 28, 2016 at 1:39 PM

Subject: FW: 064200 - Specific Questions Regarding ESA & Grizzly Bears

To: Michael Thabault <michael thabault@fws.gov>, Nicole Alt <nicole at@fws.gov>,
Marjorie Nelson <marjorie_nelson@fws.gov>

Cc: Seth Willey <seth_will Ws.gov>
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The Honorable Daniel M. Ashe ’-D 54 2
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Department of the Interior M ‘O} ) C\‘
1849 C St., NW

Washington, D.C. 20240 Q_\ a)ae/ { (, @ DLQO—!'\ on S
Dear Director Ashe, rdﬁ k\,S c A C 0\ ?ﬂ/l "-1 &Qrg

[ appreciate the response of July 6 from your regional office director to my letter regarding
concerns over the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) proposal to remove Endangered
Species Act (ESA) protections for grizzly bears in the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE). I
also appreciate your decision to reopen the public comment period on the proposed delisting rule
for consideration of the peer review and documents pertaining to the states of Idaho, Montana,
and Wyoming’s plans to allow sport hunting for grizzly bears immediately upon delisting.
However, significant uncertainty remains about whether or not GYE grizzly bears will be
managed responsibly in a post-delisting environment because the Service has not made public

proposed revisions to the draft GYE Grizzly Bear Conservation Strategy (Conservation
Strategy).

As you know, the Conservation Strategy is the critical document that will guide management of
GYE grizzlies should the delisting proposal become final. Therefore, it is imperative that it
includes clear and enforceable commitments by federal and state agencies to ensure that the
progress made to this point on grizzly bear recovery is not lost. It is my understanding from
talking to numerous stakeholders that the Conservation Strategy has undergone significant
revision since the final draft was released earlier this year, warranting additional review of the
document by the public before it becomes final. I also understand that the views of the National
Park Service, which manages approximately 40 percent of the Primary Conservation Area for
grizzly bears and has played a pivotal role in the recovery of grizzly bears in the GYE, have not
been adequately considered.

I recently received a letter from NPS in response to a series of questions I asked Yellowstone
National Park Superintendent Dan Wenk about GYE grizzly bears. I have enclosed a copy of that
letter for your consideration. Among other things, NPS raised significant concerns with the
Service’s specification of a minimum population size of 500 grizzly bears, the lack of strong
standards to ensure connectivity of GYE grizzly bears with other populations, and the
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uncertainty of how a sharp increase in human-caused mortality through hunting would impact
the population. These concerns are echoed in the peer review of the proposed rule, with
reviewers writing that the issue of management to facilitate connectivity with other grizzly
populations “is not adequately addressed,” that “overharvest and a potential subsequent lag in
management response could drive bear numbers below the desired minimum populations size,”
and that “there is no scientific basis for the lower limit of 500 bears,” a level that represents a 17
percent reduction from the Service’s most conservative estimate for the current population.'
Finally, NPS expresses legitimate concerns about the impacts of allowing hunting within the
John D. Rockefeller, Jr. Memorial Parkway and other areas adjacent to Yellowstone and Grand
Teton National Parks on the visitor experience, the regional economy, and the core population of
bears living within the parks.

For these reasons, I request the following;:

1. Before finalizing a delisting rule for GYE grizzly bears, release and allow public
comment on a revised final draft Conservation Strategy, including final state management
plans.

2. Require that the Conservation Strategy and state management plans contain clear and
enforceable measures to ensure the GYE grizzly population remains stable or increases
and allow for connectivity to other populations, and that the conservation strategy
adequately addresses the potential impacts of climate change and secures grizzly bear
habitat on federal lands.

3. Ensure that the National Park Service retains its authority to manage the John D.
Rockefeller, Jr. Memorial Parkway as a National Park Service Unit, including by
prohibiting the hunting of grizzly bears, and prohibit the hunting of grizzly bears on lands
adjacent to the Parks and within the Primary Conservation Area. ’

Without these conditions being met, it seems unlikely that grizzly bear recovery will be a lasting
success, and therefore T will not be able to support delisting. Thank you for your attention to this

matter. If you have any questions, please have your staff contact Matt Strickler on the Natural
Resources Committee Democratic Staft at (202) 225-6065. 1 look forward to your response.

a/% /ﬂ 4

Raul M. Grijalva
Committee on Natural R&sources

Ranking Member

Cc: The Honorable Sally Jewell, Secretary of the Interior
The Honorable Jonathan Jarvis, Director, National Park Service

\ Scientific Peer Review for Greater Yellowstone Grizzly Bears. Amec, Foster, Wheeler - Houston, TX. June 9, 2016. Available
online: hups:// www.fws.gov/ mountain-prairie/ es/07142016_GrizzlyBearleerR s






United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
INTERMOUNTAIN REGION
12795 West Alameda Parkway
P.O. Box 25287
Denver, Colorado 80225-0287

IN REPLY REFER TO:

September 14, 2016

The Honorable Raul M. Grijalva
United States House of Representatives
Committee on Natural Resources
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Grijalva:

Thank you for your recent letter requesting answers to questions regarding the proposed delisting
of grizzly bears in the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE) and potential effects inside and
outside Yellowstone National Park. [ am responding on behalf of the Intermountain Region of
the National Park Service, which encompasses the parks in the affected area. Our responses to
these questions follow:

Does the National Park Service (NPS) believe that hunting within the Primary Conservation
Area (PCA) is consistent with the habitat security goals of the Conservation Strategy?

The PCA encompasses Yellowstone National Park, part of Grand Teton National Park and the
John D. Rockefeller, Jr. Memorial Parkway, national forests and other ownerships. It is intended
to provide secure habitat for grizzly bears where access-related disturbances are limited. If, after
delisting, the states of Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming decide to hunt grizzly bears within the
portion of the PCA outside national parks, the NPS has requested they focus the majority of
these harvests away from park boundaries and in areas where human-bear conflicts are prevalent.
Without such commitments, hunting could be concentrated within the PCA and near park unit
boundaries, which could have significant impacts to bear viewing, regional economics, dispersal,
and genetic connectivity.

Does the NPS support the potential removal of more than 200 — or one out of every four — bears
from the Demographic Monitoring Area (DMA)?

The NPS does not support the removal of 200 grizzly bears from the DMA. Demographic
recovery criterion 1 of the Draft Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan Supplement: Revised
Demographic Criteria (USFWS 2016) and the proposed delisting rule specify a minimum
population size of 500 grizzly bears within the DMA for genetic health. This is not a population
goal or target. Rather, demographic recovery criterion 3 identifics a population objective based
on the 2002-2014 Chao 2-modeled average of 674 bears (95% confidence interval = 600-757
bears). Furthermore, in Table 1 the proposed delisting rule indicates “if population size is
estimated as fewer than or equal to 600 in any year, no discretionary mortality will occur unless





necessary for human safety.” The NPS has conveyed to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service that
these different population thresholds are confusing and could be interpreted differently by
various stakeholders.

Does it concern the NPS that bears in national parks would effectively be providing the source
population of bears for the states’ discretionary mortality allocation?

Human-caused mortality within the PCA likely will increase after the delisting of grizzly bears if
and when the states decide to implement hunting on national forest lands, private lands, and
elsewhere outside NPS-managed lands. Without commitments to conservative restrictions on
hunting and focusing hunting away from park boundaries, the role of the PCA in providing
secure habitat and reducing human-caused mortalities to grizzly bears likely will be
substantially diminished. Such commitments would help lessen the adverse effects of habitat
loss from private developments in the PCA, dampen the effects of high and unpredictable
human-caused mortality on multiple use and private lands (i.e., provide a refuge effect), offset
the effects of unreported, harvest-related, wounding loss on the grizzly bear population, and limit
potential source-sink dynamics from inside to outside the parks.

How would mortality rates of 9-10 percent for independent females and 20-22 percent for
independent males impact the ability to maintain a recovered population? .

Survival rates of adult grizzly bears are high without human-caused deaths, while reproductive
rates are quite low. Any harvest of bears above conservative harvest levels could intentionally or
inadvertently contribute to reduced population growth due to increased adult mortality and
disruption of social organization, which could result in fewer young animals added to the
population in the future.

The states maintain the proposed harvest levels combined with rigorous monitoring and timely
adaptive management adjustments should result in sustainable harvests and the maintenance of a
viable population of grizzly bears. Current estimates of grizzly bear vital rates suggest an adult
female mortality rate of 7.6 percent or less would result in a stable to increasing population,
whereas mortality rates of 9 to 10 percent would cause a population decline. Mortality rates of
20 to 22 percent for adult males may potentially disrupt the social structure of the population,
possibly lowering cub production. We have recommended monitoring and research to evaluate
the extent of unintended harvest of females with cubs, wounding loss, whether hunting is being
sustained by dispersal of bears from national parks (i.e., source-sink dynamics), and any effects
of modest to liberal harvests on the demographics and numbers of bears living within the PCA.

How would these mortality rates impact the ability of bears to expand outside of the PCA and
achieve connectivity with other grizzly bear populations within the Northern Continental Divide
Ecosystem? .

The extent to which hunting in the PCA would inhibit connectivity to the Northern Continental
Divide Ecosystem would depend on the extent and location of future hunter harvest. If grizzly

bears are harvested at rates near the upper end of the proposed mortality limits, and that harvest
is concentrated within the linkage zones connecting to the Northern Continental Divide





Ecosystem, then connectivity could be inhibited. The state of Montana has indicated that they
will manage discretionary mortality in these areas to retain the opportunity for natural
movements of bears between ecosystems, but no details have been provided as to how this would
be assured. Some stakeholders would like to see a more detailed plan for connectivity within
these linkage zones in the delisting rule, conservation strategy, state management plans, and/or
the three-state memorandum of agreement.

How important is wildlife viewing — and grizzly bear viewing in particular — to Yellowstone
visitors and surrounding communities? '

Grizzly bears are one of the premier wildlife attractions for visitors to the Yellowstone/Grand
Teton area, which contributes to the public’s enjoyment and sense of pride in our conservation
heritage. Tourism has a large and increasing influence on the regional economy, with more and
more entrepreneurs, residents, and visitors seeing the environment and wildlife as valuable
resources for recreation and viewing. There were more than 4.1 million visits to Yellowstone
National Park during 2015, which contributed an estimated $493 million to nearby communities,
supported about 7,730 jobs, and had a collective benefit of about $638 million to the area’s
economy. Over 90% of visitors indicated the park was the primary reason for visiting the area.

Visitation to Yellowstone and Grand Teton National Parks for wildlife viewing and other
recreational activities is expected to continue to increase in the future. Ninety-nine percent of
visitors to Yellowstone National Park expect to see a bear, and 67% did during a recent trip.
This illustrates the strong desire and expectation of park visitors to see bears while they are in
national parks.

How would bear hunting immediately outside Yellowstone impact opportunities for bear
viewing within the park?

Many grizzly bears in Grand Teton and Yellowstone National Parks have necessarily habituated
to the presence of millions of non-threatening visitors each year, for the many decades since
bears were last hunted. This may make them more susceptible to future hunting when they leave
the parks. Bear viewing could be impacted by the harvest of bears that frequent roadsides, bear
avoidance of people following encounters with hunters, or other factors. Thus, the NPS has
recommended to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the surrounding states that any future
harvests be conducted in a way that (1) respects the mission of the NPS, (2) protects regional
economic benefits and the enjoyment of bear watching, (3) reduces the risks associated with
wounded bears entering the parks, and (4) limits the likelihood that well-known or transboundary
bears will be harvested.

The NPS respects that hunting regulations are firmly in the purview of the states. However, the
NPS is concerned that a delisting decision without commitments to conservative harvest

_ restrictions in the portion of the PCA outside the national parks could result in a serious setback
for grizzly bear management. The harvest of bears in such as manner as may impact bear-
viewing opportunities in the parks will create great pressure to revisit this delisting decision and
likely make future delistings of other iconic species more difficult. Thus, the NPS would like to
Jessen the risk of a bears being harvested near park boundaries. Elements of such a strategy





could include (1) no hunting of bears in the John D. Rockefeller, Jr. Memorial Parkway, (2)
focusing the majority of harvests away from park boundaries and in areas where human-bear
conflicts are more prevalent, and (3) imposing strict limits on female harvest in areas near park
boundaries.

How vulnerable are so-called “celebrity bears” within Yellowstone and Grand Teton National
Parks to hunting outside the park?

A grizzly bears’ vulnerability to hunting when leaving the refuge of a national park likely would
depend, in part, on the proportion of time it spent outside the national park and the distance it
traveled from the park’s boundary. Concentrating hunting in areas that have frequent human-
bear conflicts could reduce the chances of bears that frequent the parks being harvested because
most concentrations of conflicts occur in areas away from park unit boundaries. Conflicts
sometimes occur in park gateway communities, which could expose those bears to some risk of
harvest. However, if these bears are causing conflicts in gateway communities, they would
likely be removed in management actions by state agencies regardless.

Is grizzly bear hunting along the Parkway consistent with the mission of NPS? Would hunting
along the Parkway be supported by visitors to these parks?

The enabling legislation for the John D. Rockefeller, Jr. Memorial Parkway allows hunting at the
discretion of the Wyoming Game and Fish Commission. However, due to the popularity and
documented regional economic benefits of non-consumptive use of grizzly bears for viewing and
photography, the NPS has requested that the delisting rule, conservation strategy, state
management plans, and other related documents identify the John D. Rockefeller, Jr. Memorial
Parkway as one of the three national park units in the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem where
grizzly bear hunting will not be permitted. Many visitors and stakeholders that prioritize
photography, recreation, and wildlife watching strongly support this request.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments.
Sincerely,

e G ez

Sue E. Masica
Regional Director
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Mountain-Prairie Region

IN REPLY REFER TO:

FWS/R6/ MAILING ADDRESS: STREET LOCATION:
Post Office Box 25486 134 Union Boulevard
Denver Federal Center Lakewood, Colorado 80228-1807

Denver, Colorado 80225-0486

JUN 22 2016

The Honorable Ratl M. Grijalva
Committee on Natural Resources
House of Representatives

218 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Grijalva:

Thank you for your letter of June 7, 2016, concerning the proposed rule to delist grizzly bears in the Greater
Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE). Director Ashe requested that I respond to your inquiry. Specifically, your
letter encouraged the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) not to publish a final rule to delist the GYE
grizzly bear until federal land managers and state wildlife officials have plans in place that exhibit adequate
regulatory mechanisms to conserve grizzly bear habitat, allow for connectivity between the GYE and other
populations, and limit mortality to sustainable levels.

As stated in the proposed rule to delist the GYE population of grizzly bears, all the state and federal agencies
party to the draft 2016 Conservation Strategy for the Grizzly Bear in the GYE will need to sign a memorandum
of understanding agreeing to implement the revised 2016 Conservation Strategy prior to a final delisting rule.
Furthermore, revised state plans will be finalized prior to a final determination on the proposed rule. We intend
to fully evaluate all aspects of the plans, including whether they effectively provide for the conservation of
grizzly bears and their habitat, prior to a final determination on the proposed delisting rule. Sustainable
mortality limits are addressed in the proposed rule and are part of the requirements for the states to adopt in
their management plans and regulations prior to the Service issuing a final rule. Grizzly bears outside of the
GYE area delineated in the proposed rule, including areas that provide potential connectivity to other
populations, would remain listed should we finalize the delisting of the GYE population. In addition, affected
National Forests and National Parks have incorporated, or will incorporate before a final rule is issued, the
habitat standards and criteria into their Forest Plans and National Park management plans and/or
Superintendent's Compendia via appropriate amendment processes so that they are legally applied to these
public lands within the GYE.

Thank you for this opportunity to communicate our proposed process and commitment to the delisting of the
GYE grizzly bear. I hope this letter fully addresses your concerns. If you need further information, please
contact me at (303) 236-7920 or Michael Thabault, the Assistant Regional Director for Ecological Services in
the Mountain-Prairie Region, at (303) 236-4210.

Sincerely/, 'L77 Vﬁﬂé/

¢ #Hate..s Regional Director
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Mountain-Prairie Region

[N REPLY REFER TO

FWS/R6/ MAILING ADDRESS: STREET LOCATION:
Post Office Box 25486 134 Union Boulevard
Denver Federal Center Lakewood, Colorado 80228-1807

Denver, Colorado 80225-0486

The Honorable Rail M. Grijalva
Committee on Natural Resources
House of Representatives

218 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Grijalva:

Thank you for your letter of June 7, 2016, concerning the proposed rule to delist grizzly bears in the Greater
Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE). Director Ashe requested that I respond to your inquiry. Specifically, your
letter encouraged the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) not to publish a final rule to delist the GYE
grizzly bear until federal land managers and state wildlife officials have plans in place that exhibit adequate
regulatory mechanisms to conserve grizzly bear habitat, allow for connectivity between the GYE and other
populations, and limit mortality to sustainable levels.

As stated in the proposed rule to delist the GYE population of grizzly bears, aAll the state and federal
agencies party to the draft 2016 Conservation Strategy for the Grizzly Bear in the GYE will need to sign a
memorandum of understanding agreeing to implement the revised 2016 Conservation Strategy prior to a
final delisting rule. Furthermore, if-the-state-plans-change-from-these-available-forcomment-appended-to
the-draft 2016-Conservation-Strategy;-these-revised state plans will be availablefor public-comment-and
finalized prior to a final determination on the proposed rule. AH-the-state-and-federal-agenecies-party-to-the
therevised 201 6-ConservationStrateay-prierte-afinalrule—=We intend to fully evaluate all aspects of the
plans, including whether they effectively provide for the conservation of grizzly bears and their habitat,
prior to a final determination on the proposed delisting rule. Sustainable mortality limits are addressed in
the proposed rule and are part of the requirements for the states to adopt in their management plans and
regulations prior to the Service issuing a final rule. Grizzly bears outside of the GYE area delineated in the
proposed rule, including areas that provide potential connectivity to other populations, would remain listed
should we finalize the delisting of the GYE population. In addition, affected National Forests and National
Parks have incorporated, or will incorporate before a final rule is issued, the habitat standards and criteria
into their Forest Plans and National Park management plans and/or Superintendent's Compendia via
appropriate amendment processes so that they are legally applied to these public lands within the GYE.

Thank you for this opportunity to communicate our proposed process and commitment to the delisting of
the GYE grizzly bear. Ihope this letter fully addresses your concerns. If you need further information,
please contact me at (303) 236-7920 or Michael Thabault, the Assistant Regional Director for Ecological
Services in the Mountain-Prairie Region, at (303) 236-4210.
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The Honorable Daniel M. Ashe
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Director Ashe,

I would like to congratulate you on the significant progress the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) and its partners have made toward protecting and recovering grizzly bears in the
Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE). The tremendous growth of this population of bears is a
testament to the effectiveness of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), and the many people who
have worked tirelessly to restore the grizzly to this landscape deserve our highest praise.

However, I am concerned that the recent proposal to isolate GYE bears from the rest of the
grizzlies in North America and remove it from the list of ESA threatened species does not do
enough to ensure that these bears will continue to thrive. Specifically, the proposed rule makes
the bold assumption that the states of Wyoming, Montana, and Idaho will put in place grizzly
bear management plans containing adequate and enforceable regulatory mechanisms as required
by the ESA. While these three states are currently developing their management plans, the
contents of the final products are largely unknowable at this point. Further, the U.S. Forest
Service has not started the process of amending forest plans in the GYE to incorporate necessary
post-delisting conservation measures.

Ensuring that federal land managers and state wildlife officials have in place plans that will
conserve grizzly bear habitat, allow for connectivity of GYE bears with other populations, and
limit mortality to sustainable levels is critical to conservation success after ESA protections are
removed. This is especially important given the scientific uncertainty surrounding the availability
of forage for GYE grizzlies, and how climate change could cause them to range farther in search
of food, increasing the likelihood of interactions with humans. For these reasons, I respectfully
ask that you commit to not issuing a final rule on GYE grizzlies until after the state and Forest
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Service have finalized their plans, the Service has allowed for additional public comment on the
utility of these plans as part of a post-delisting conservation strategy, and Service scientists have
deemed the plans adequate and enforceable as required by law. Rushing to finalize the rule
without addressing these concerns will likely result in the Service losing yet another lawsuit — an
outcome that no one wants.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions, please have your staff
contact Matt Strickler on the Natural Resources Committee Democratic Staff at (202) 225-6065.
[ look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Raul M. Grijalva
Ranking Member
Committee on Natural Resources
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The Honorable Raúl M. Grijalva

Committee on Natural Resources

House of Representatives

218 Cannon House Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20515 



Dear Representative Grijalva:



Thank you for your letter of September 27, 2016, concerning the proposed rule to delist grizzly bears in the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE).  Specifically, your letter expressed concern about the Conservation Strategy, population targets, connectivity, and hunting.  We share your concern for the conservation of the Yellowstone grizzly bear population and delisting will only occur if I am completely satisfied that we have robust commitments that this success can be maintained in the long-term.



Recovery of the Yellowstone grizzly bear population is a remarkable conservation success story and further validation of the success of the Endangered Species Act.  The Yellowstone grizzly bear population has rebounded from as few as 136 bears in 1975 to more than 700 today and more than doubled their range since listing.  This population now occupies more than 22,500 square miles of the ecosystem.  This success would not have been possible without the tireless efforts countless partners including Federal, State, and Tribal agencies, conservation groups, and private citizens, including ranchers, sportsmen, and outfitters.  



Recognizing that the population has basically stabilized at or near long-term carrying capacity (with modest growth in recent years), our management partners have agreed to maintain the total population size near the average population estimate for the period of stability achieved during 2002-2014 (i.e., 674 bears as measured by the model-averaged Chao2 with a 95% confidence interval of 600 to 757 bears).  This will be accomplished by reducing discretionary mortality to modest, sustainable levels (<7.6%) should the model-averaged Chao2 fall below 674 bears and prohibiting discretionary mortality (except as necessary for human safety) in the unlikely event that the population ever falls below 600 bears.  Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming have now all formally adopted these regulatory commitments.  



As a result, last month we reopened the comment period on our proposed delisting.  In total, we have offered two public comment periods totaling 90-days over the last seven months including March 11, 2016 to May 10, 2016, and September 7, 2016 to October 7, 2016.  The most pertinent documents guiding management after delisting have now all been provided to the public for comment including the draft Conservation Strategy, Federal land management regulatory documents and State discretionary mortality regulatory documents.  Additional changes to the Conservation Strategy being considered are either minor or responsive to the public comments.  Therefore, we do not believe an additional public comment period on the final draft Conservation Strategy is necessary.  



Your letter also raised concerns related to the geography of harvest.  Specifically, you asked that the John D. Rockefeller, Jr. Memorial Parkway retain its authority to prohibit hunting as a National Park Service Unit.  You also indicated hunting should be prohibited on lands adjacent to the National Parks and within the Primary Conservation Area.  Nothing in this rule would alter, or in any way affect, the jurisdiction or authority of the State of Wyoming, Tribal governments, the National Park Service, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or any other entity with respect to the regulation of hunting.  Whatever jurisdiction or authority to authorize, prohibit, or regulate hunting existed in such areas prior to this final rule is unchanged by the promulgation of this rule (except, of course, that this rule removes the protections of the Act).  



In short, it is beyond our authority to negotiate further on this point unless it rises to the level of being a threat to viability of the population.  In our view, the current suit of discretionary mortality regulations will maintain the Yellowstone grizzly bear’s recovered status.  That said, the National Park Service and the States have a long history of cooperatively managing harvest for other species in a way that provides for the needs of all parties.  We expect this partnership and successful management of harvest will continue.    



Finally, your letter expressed concern about connectivity to other grizzly bear populations.  We agree that connectivity to other grizzly bear populations to the north is desirable.  Such connectivity has been and remains a focus of the Service and our partners.  Our proposed delisting would have limited impact on connectivity as nearly all of the intervening habitat where dispersal would occur would remain fully protected by the ESA.  



[bookmark: _GoBack]Thank you for your interest in this iconic species and the conservation success story it represents.  I hope this letter addresses your concerns.  If you need further information, please do not hesitate to contact me at the above letterhead.    



	Sincerely,







	Director
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