From: McGee, Brady

To: Dwire, Maggie

Subject: Re: Draft Catron/Pato response
Date: Friday, March 19, 2021 1:16:25 PM
Attachments: Pato response draft.bkm.docx

Suggestions attached.
Thanks,

Brady

Brady McGee, Ph.D.

Mexican Wolf Recovery Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

2105 Osuna Road NE

Albuquergque, NM 87113

cell 505-908-8491

From: Dwire, Maggie <maggie_dwire@fws.gov>
Sent: Friday, March 19, 2021 12:16 PM

To: McGee, Brady <brady_mcgee@fws.gov>
Subject: Draft Catron/Pato response

Hi Brady,
Attached is a draft response to Pato (and his original email below it). | don't know what we
really want to offer at the end, and things may be changing today/tomorrow but | would like

us to respond today if we can?

Give it a read, hack away in track changes, etc.

Maggie Dwire | she/her | Deputy Mexican Wolf Recovery Coordinator
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | Interior Regions 7 and 8

maggie dwire@fws.gov | effice—5685y764-4783 cell: (505) 350-2203
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Good afternoon Mr. Pato,	Comment by McGee, Brady: Ask him if he is representing Catron County, Sierra County or Audrey McQueen.  And be sure to cc Justin on the response email.



Thank you for your email and we apologize for a delayed response. The Your email was captured by our spam filters and we only recently became aware of it. We appreciate your offer for additional dialogue and County level assistance in matters concerning our Mexican Wolf Recovery Program. 



To reduce the impacts of wolves on cattle and other livestock, ranchers have the ability to take (harass, injure, or kill) Mexican wolves in accordance with our 2015 Endangered Species Act 10(j) nonessential experimental population rule.  Under this rule, anyone may conduct opportunistic harassment of any Mexican wolf at any time provided that the wolves are not purposefully attracted, tracked, searched out, or chased and then harassed.  On non-Federal lands, domestic animal owners, including ranchers or their agents (for example, employees, land managers, or local officials) may take (including injure or kill) any Mexican wolf that is in the act of biting, killing, or wounding a domestic animal.  The Service is also able to issue permits to ranchers or their agents to take (including intentional harassment or killing) any Mexican wolf that is present on non-Federal land, where specified in the issued permit.  And any person may take a Mexican wolf in self-defense or defense of the lives of others, which includes killing as well as nonlethal actions such as harassing or harming.



Over the past two years, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (Service) This effort to reduce wolf-livestock conflict in the Rainy Mesa area of the Gila National Forest has amounted to approximately one full-time employee (40 hours/week) assigned to reducing wolf-livestock conflict in the Rainy Mesa area of the Gila National Forest for two years.  We have has actively worked to reduce wolf-livestock conflict in the Rainy Mesa area spentding approximately 4,570 hours conducting proactive management activities. This has included intensive wolf monitoring and hazing, maintaining diversionary food caches, repairing fences to assist the permittee (Ms. Audrey McQueen) with management of her cattle on U.S. Forest Service lands, communicating regularly with Ms. McQueen, trapping for wolves to place radio collars to improve our ability to monitor and respond to wolf-livestock conflict, and deploying Radio Activated Guard boxes to deter wolf presence. This effort has amounted to approximately one full-time employee (40 hours/week) assigned to reducing wolf-livestock conflict in the Rainy Mesa area of the Gila National Forest for two years. 



In addition to staff time, proactive management expenditures, and depredation compensation payments, the Service has authorized the removal of seven wolves including the entire Prieto Pack involved in livestock depredations from the Rainy Mesa are during this time frame. 



To clarify a point in your email, Federal take provisions do allow for non-injurious harassment of wolves and take of wolves in defense of human life is always allowed. 

In regards to financial impacts, Ms. McQueen has been compensated $168,093.18 total ($12,492 still pending) by the Federal government for livestock losses due to predators since December 2018.  $85,857.18 (with $12,492 still pending) has come from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Livestock Demonstration Grants (for both depredation compensation and preventative) and $69,744 has come from the Farm Service Agency's Livestock Indemnity Program for 2019 losses.  





Most recently, the U.S. Forest Service provided up to $15,000 in hay to Ms. McQueen to assist her in continuing to feed her most vulnerable herd in a small pasture on private land near the ranch house where the cattle can be closely monitored. This grazing modification is in coordination with a field team Range Rider to haze wolves and reduce depredations that were occurring on her Forest allotment. Our field program personnel communicate with Ms. McQueen routinely, sometimes daily, including a group text message to keep her apprised of wolf locations and field activities. Additionally, the Mexican Wolf Recovery Coordinator communicates updates to Catron County Commissioner Ms. Anita Hand 1-2 times a week. No additional depredations have occurred following this coordinated activity (we are aware of a calf being investigated today by USDA Wildlife Services). Unfortunately, while conducting hazing activities the Range Rider did start a small grassland fire - the Range Rider was able to put the fire out immediately. The fire was ultimately measured by the U.S. Forest Service as 1/10 of an acre (the allotment is over 50,000 acres). This fire did not result in destroyed grasslands on Ms. McQueen's grazing allotment.  



We appreciate the County's offer for assistance and welcome ideas for how we can more effectively communicate, inclusive of a conversation relating to the telemetry equipment that is on loan to the Catron County Wolf Interaction Investigator.	Comment by McGee, Brady: You need to tell him to direct his questions to me or at least cc me.











*****************************************************************************





Dear Ms. Lueders and Ms. Dwire,


I hope all has been well, and that you have both had a great week.  I am writing to enlist your help to address what appears to be an ongoing concern regarding wolf #1963, and to engage you both in a larger discussion about how the County may help to address some ongoing concerns regarding the MGWRP.  



Audrey McQueen, a single mother of two in Catron County, has recently lost several of her cows to this wolf.  It is my understanding that FWS has been apprised of the issues with this wolf, though its attempts to haze the wolf have not only been unsuccessful, but have resulted in a forest fire that destroyed grasslands on Ms. McQueen's grazing allotment.  In addition to direct depredations, and now fire damage to her allotment, Ms. McQueen has also suffered indirect losses as a result of the wolves' presence.  Specifically, she is recognizing a calf crop of only two calves from a total of twelve bred heifers, with her heifers having sloughed off the remaining calves as a result of the wolves' presence.  Consistent with her statutory obligations, Ms. McQueen has not taken matters into her own hands.  Instead, she has reached out to the FWS to secure assistance in removing this wolf from her ranch.  Unfortunately, those efforts have not been successful.  




Additionally, and as we discussed during our meeting last January, Ms. McQueen, and other local ranchers, have not been regularly apprised by FWS when the wolves are on or about their property.   It is critical that individuals in the experimental area receive access to real-time data regarding the location and presence of collared wolves, so that the property owners can take precautionary measures to protect their family and their livestock, bringing their family inside and, if possible, working with the FWS to make arrangements to move their livestock to a different area. Federal laws prohibiting the harassment and taking of wolves should be sufficient to address any concern the FWS might have regarding the safety of the wolves, particularly when weighed against the potential for harm to both families and the MGWRP were a wolf-human encounter to result in injury to a human.   Ms. McQueen advised that the gentleman from whom she had traditionally received intermittent notifications from is leaving for vacation out of country.  Consequently, she is very concerned regarding her ability to secure updates regarding the presence of wolves, even on an intermittent basis.  




I hope to engage you in a more robust discussion about how the County might assist the FWS in providing notification to local ranchers of the presence of wolves, and to work with the FWS to secure the repositioning of problematic wolves, so that it can better protect the health, safety, and welfare of its residents.  To that end, it is my understanding that the County had been promised access to certain telemetry equipment as part of its recent execution of the MOU with the FWS.  I have been apprised that the County never received such equipment from the FWS.  I hope that, as part of our discussion about how we might assist in the provision of notification and in working with the FWS to securing repositioning of problematic wolves, that we also discuss the status of that equipment, and explore how the County may help to facilitate a resolution of this conflict that has dragged on for decades.  The success of the recovery effort truly hinges upon the FWS's ability to improve its communications with affected property owners regarding the presence of wolves, and to make timely and complete compensation for losses occasioned as a result of the program.  




As always, thank you kindly for your attention and your help with this matter.



Best regards,




