
From: Hagener, Jeff
To: Matt Hogan
Cc: Scott Talbott; Moore,Virgil
Subject: FW: Agreement Framework
Date: Thursday, September 03, 2015 2:21:54 PM
Attachments: State response to USFWS GYA Updated Approach - July 19 version.doc

Matt,

In response to your email on areas of agreement, there needs to be some clarifications as has been discussed
among the states and with you by telephone.

On July 19 we sent the Service another copy of the points of agreement the three states were ready to place into
an MOU (see attachment).  Allocation of discretionary mortality will be determined by the three states based on
population monitoring and total mortality the previous year.  We provided the sliding scale of mortality limits
which we agreed to manage within , and an adaptive framework which did not indicate the IGBST created the
mortality limits but they could perform a biology review should we exceed mortality limits in several cases.

Please see edits in the email below.  Red is suggested addition, yellow is suggested strike out.  Both of the
highlighted strikeouts are critical – we did not say we would recalculate mortality limits, and we did not agree we
would close seasons when female mortality limits were reached. 

We have now scheduled a conference call for next Tuesday to make sure we are all on the same page as to what
will be addressed  at the meeting scheduled for Wednesday -  Thursday in Idaho Falls.

Jeff

M. Jeff Hagener, Director
MT Fish, Wildlife & Parks
1420 East 6th Avenue
P.O. Box 200701
Helena, MT  59620-0701
406-444-3186 office
406-444-4952 fax
 
This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential
information that is legally privileged and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  This information is not to be copied or
distributed beyond the intended recipient.  If the reader of this message is NOT the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying,
distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the information is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication
in error, please notify this office by telephone.  Thank you!
 

 

 

From: Matt Hogan [mailto:matt_hogan@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 01, 2015 9:29 AM
To: Matt Hogan
Cc: Scott Talbott; Hagener, Jeff; Moore,Virgil; Noreen Walsh
Subject: Re: Agreement Framework
 

Please excuse the typo on DMA - I added an 8 at the end.  DMA is 19,279 square miles.  

Matt Hogan

Deputy Regional Director

Mountain-Prairie Region

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
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May 8, 2015 ( July 19, 2015

The Stats of Idaho, Montana and Wyoming will:


1. Employ best science and adaptive management approaches to collectively manage grizzly bears within the GYA.


2. Achieve population standards to support a recovered GYA grizzly bear population:


a. Ensure that 16 of 18 Bear Management Units are occupied by at least one female with cubs over a six-year period, with no two adjacent Bear Management Units unoccupied over a six-year period.


b. Ensure that annual agreed upon mortality rates are not exceeded within the 19,279 mi2 Demographic Monitoring Area (DMA) for independent males, independent females and dependent young, as outlined below and consistent with the following objective:


OBJECTIVE:  Manage the GYA grizzly bear population within the DMA within the 2007 Chao2 estimate 95% confidence interval (609-757).  To meet this objective, the states of MT, ID, and WY agree to the following:


· Maximum mortality limits within the DMA will be managed based on the following sliding scale:


		Mortality limit for % of independent FEMALES. 

		<683


683


684-757


>757


<7.6%


7.6%


9%


10%






		Mortality limit for % of independent MALES.

		<683

683


684-757

>757

15%


15%


20%


22%






		Mortality limit for % of dependent young.

		<683


683

684-757

>757

<7.6%


7.6%


9%


10%








· Manage the GYA population above the lower 95% confidence limit of the 2007 Chao2 estimate (609).  At the lower 95% CI (609), no discretionary mortality would be allowed unless necessary to address human safety issues. 


· At or below the 2007 Chao2 point estimate level (683) mortality limits will not exceed 7.6% for adult females, and will not exceed 15% for adult males.


· Between the 2007 Chao2 point estimate and the upper 95% CI level of the 2007 Chao2 point estimate (684-757), female mortality limits will not exceed 9% and male mortality will not exceed 20%.  


· Above the upper 95% CI of the 2007 Chao2 point estimate (757), female mortality limits will not exceed 10% and male mortality will not exceed 22%.   


· Allocation of discretionary mortality will be determined among the 3 states each year based on population monitoring and total mortality the previous year.  Any hunting mortality desired by the Wind River Reservation will be negotiated between the State of Wyoming and the Wind River Reservation, and would be included in the total allowable annual mortality.    


· If the total allowable annual mortality is exceeded in one year, the number exceeding the allowed mortality will be subtracted from the next year’s discretionary mortality.


· Any mortality in National Park System Lands in one year will be subtracted from discretionary mortality the following year


· Taking of females with cubs by hunting will be prohibited by regulation


· The States agree to the following adaptive management framework n response to departures from the above criteria (Table 2):


Table 2.  Proposed adaptive management framework .  

		Scenarios

		States Agree To:



		1. If the population <609

		No discretionary mortality would be allowed unless necessary to address human safety issues



		2. If the population is <683, exceeding independent female mortality limit for 3 consecutive years

		 IGBST biology and monitoring review.  If the total allowable annual mortality is exceeded in one year, the number exceeding the allowed mortality will be subtracted from the next year’s discretionary mortality.



		3. If the population is <683, exceeding independent male mortality limit for 3 consecutive years.

		IGBST biology and monitoring review. If the total allowable annual mortality is exceeded in one year, the number exceeding the allowed mortality will be subtracted from the next year’s discretionary mortality.



		4. If the population is <683, exceeding dependent young mortality limit for 3 consecutive years.

		IGBST biology and monitoring review.  



		5. Failure to meet distribution of reproductive females criterion.

		IGBST biology and monitoring review.



		6. Failure to meet habitat standards in forest plans.

		IGBST biology and monitoring review.



		7. Total population less than 500 bears, with 400 necessary for genetic health.

		No grizzly hunting inside the DMA the following year.  FWS may initiate a status review 



		8. Changes in Federal, State, or Tribal laws, rules, regulations, or management plans during the 5-year post delisting period that depart significantly from the specifics in the Conservation Strategy.

		FWS may initiate a status review 





3. The States will enter into a tri-state Memorandum of Agreement committing to the above post-delisting management points, as well as to an annual process for reviewing and allocating mortality to ensure coordination of management to maintain recovery of grizzly bears in the GYA.  Post delisting management may include regulated hunting.  Any proposed hunting season must be approved by the State’s Fish and Wildlife Commission, and will include license requirements (within and outside the DMA), female harvest limits, mandatory harvest reporting, season closures when limits are reached, and prohibition of taking females with cubs, similar to existing harvest management programs for other species like wolves, mountain lions, and black bears. The States will also work with USFWS and other members of the Conservation Strategy Team to incorporate these points as appropriate into a revision of the Conservation Strategy for the grizzly bears in the GYA.  






303-236-7920

On Sep 1, 2015, at 8:39 AM, Matt Hogan <Matt_Hogan@fws.gov> wrote:

Thanks for the continued dialogue around a post delisting management framework for GYE grizzly
bears.  I thought there would be value in memorializing our joint path forward. With that in mind,
here is my summary of our agreed upon framework:

We have agreed that our management objective would be to manage the GYE grizzly bear
population towards stability around the population level that occurred in 2007 when we
delisted.

We agreed to manage the GYE population within the DMA within the 95% confidence interval
around the 2007 Chao2 estimate

We have agreed at this point to continue to use Chao2 with the most recent demographic
rates as a population index by which mortality limits that will result in stability will be
established.

We have agreed that we will only change the population index methodology with the
agreement of all parties (state and federal agencies).

We have agreed that the area in which mortality limits will apply (Demographic Monitoring
Area) will be 19,2798 square miles vs. 36,776 square miles used in 2007 rule.

We agreed to the following mortality limits based on the annual population estimate provided by
the IGBC study team. 

Mortality limit for % of independent
FEMALES.

<683 683 684-757 >757
<7.6% 7.6% 9% 10%

Mortality limit for % of independent
MALES.

<683 683 684-757 >757
15% 15% 20% 22%

Mortality limit for % of dependent
young.

<683 683 684-757 >757
<7.6% 7.6% 9% 10%

 

We have agreed that the IGBC Study Team will annually establish mortality limits based on
the current population estimate (using Chao2 as noted above) in relation to the population
objective.

We have agreed to update the Revised Recovery Criteria and the Conservation Strategy to
reflect this agreement.

States have agreed to update their management plans (to include season closures when
female mortality limits are reached) as part of the Conservation Strategy.

Thanks.

Matt

 

mailto:Matt_Hogan@fws.gov

