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Background on the Mexican Wolf Reintroduction

e 1970’s — Considered extirpated in the wild in the U.S. Bi-
national captive breeding program initiated between
Mexico and U.S. facilities with 7 Mexican wolves.

e 1976 — Protected as an endangered species by the
Endangered Species Act.

e 1982 — Mexican Wolf Recovery

Plan finalized. :
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Background on the Mexican Wolf Reintroduction

You are now in the

_Mexican Wolf
Reintroduction Area

Mexican wolves may be present in this area. They are relatively large (50 - 80 Ibs) and
often live in packs (family groups) of two to six individuals.

e 1998 — Established
Experimental Population
Area in Arizona and New
Mexico and began
reintroductions.

Although wolves in the wild are not aggressive toward humans, they may be curious
and may not always retreat if approached. Wolves may display aggressive behavior to
other animals, especially dogs and coyotes.

e the risk of conflict and make your visit more enjoyable:

Drive slowly for better wildlife viewing opportunities
Never feed or approach a wolf or any other animal
Keep food and garbage in a secure place
Keep dogs under control at all times and leashed when possible
If wolves are near your camp;
* Contain dogs in a tent or le
* Frighten or harass the wolves, if necessary

Me n wolves are protected as an endangered species under a
special Federal "Nonessential Experimental Rule."

2011 — First releases in
Mexico as a part of
Mexico’s recovery
program.

You May:

~ Harass a wolf away from you or your
property in any manner that does not
cause injury to it, by throwing objects,
yelling, banging pans together, etc

~ Kill or injure a wolf that is in the act of
biting livestock on your private or tribal
land, but you must report it within

24 hours.

~ Kill, injure, or harass a wolf in defense of
human life, but you must report it within
24 hours

To request further information or 1o provide
reports on sightings of or encounters with
Mexican Wolves contact

Mexican Wolf Interagency Field Team
926-339-4329 of
888-459-WOLF (9653)

Or
S Forest Service
928-333-4301 | 505-388-8201

0
White Mountain Apache Tribe
928-3%6-4385

r

Arizona Game and Fish 24 hour
Operation Game Thief (EMERGENCY)
B00-352-0700

ou May Not:
~ Killor injure a wolf because it is
near you or your property.

~ Kill or injure a wolf that attacks your
pet, unless it is also a threat to a human
v

~ Kill or injure a wolf that is attacking
livestock on public lands.

~ Kill or injure a wolf that is feeding on dead
livestock.

~ Kill or injure a wolf because you thought
it was a coyote or another animal

Thank You!

Your cooperation will help aid in the
6 success of Mexican wolf recovery.




1998 Final Rule

Geographic Boundaries for the Mexican Wolf as Established under the 1998 Final 10(j) Rule

Flagotaf?




Status of the Reintroduction Project Today

* Population in Arizona and New Mexico has
a minimum of 83 wolves, 14 packs

e Partnership effort

u.s.
FISH & WILDLIFE
SERVICE



http://www.azgfd.gov/

Scoping and Process

2007 scoping initiated, 12 public meetings
2013 - Proposed rule in the Federal Register
- Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS.

- Held two public hearings on the proposed
rule (Albuguerque, NM; Pinetop, AZ).

Draft EIS: 27 Cooperating agencies, tribal
participation

Received over 7,000 comments; informed revised
proposed rule and Draft EIS.

2014 - Revised Proposed Rule, Draft EIS




Purpose and Need

The purpose of our
proposed action is to
further the conservation
of the Mexican wolf by
improving the
effectiveness of the
Reintroduction Project in
MERE R d]E
experimental
population.




Purpose and Need

We intend to do this by:

— modifying the geographic boundaries in which
Mexican wolves are managed south of Interstate-
40 in Arizona and New Mexico;

— modifying the management regulations that
govern the initial release, translocation, removal
and take of Mexican wolves, and;

— issuing a section 10(a)(1)(A) permit




Issues Outside the Scope of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement

* Recovery/Recovery
planning

* Essential/Non-
essential status




Alternative One (Proposed Action )
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Modified provisions for take of Mexican wolves

On Federal land:

— May issue permit for the take (including kill or injure) of a
Mexican wolf that is in the act of biting, wounding or killing
livestock.

On Non-Federal land (state, tribal, private):

— In the act of biting or killing domestic animals (livestock and
non-feral dogs);

— May issue a permit pursuant to a removal action.

Unacceptable impacts of Mexican wolf predation on wild
native ungulate herds.




Clarification of Other Take Provisions

e Take in defense of human life

* Opportunistic harassment

* Intentional harassment (permit)
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No Action Alternative
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Draft EIS Assessment of Impacts

We have assessed the effects of our proposed
action and alternatives, including “No Action”,

on.

— Land Use

— Biological Resources (elk and deer, other species)

— Economic Activity (livestock production, hunting, tourism)
— Health and Human Safety

— Environmental Justice

— Cumulative Impacts




Draft EIS Assessment of Impacts

e Less than significant direct adverse effects in proposed
management Zones 1 and 2 on:

— Native wild prey species, specifically elk
— Ranching/Livestock Production

 No disproportionately high and adverse impacts to any
population groups of concern.

* No significant direct or indirect effects on:
— Vegetation
— Other predator and non-ungulate wild prey species
— Tourism
— Land Use
__— Human Health/Public Safety




Public Review and Comment on Proposed Rule
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement

* Draft Environmental Impact Statement and the
proposed 10(j) rule public review and comment
period closes September 23, 2014.

* Written and oral comments submitted today will
be part of the record.

e We will use comments received on the Draft EIS in
our development of a Final EIS.




Written comments can be submitted by one of the
following methods:

(1) Electronically: Go to the Federal eRulemaking Portal:
http://www.regulations.gov. Search for FWS—R2—ES—
2013-0056, which is the docket number for this
rulemaking.

(2) By hard copy: Public Comments Processing, Attn: FWS—
R2—ES—2013-0056; Division of Policy and Directives
Management; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Headquarters, MS: BPHC, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls
Church, VA 22041-3803.




Project Timeline

~

10(j) NOI NOA

proposed to prepare an Final EIS
rule EIS

Record of Final 10(j)
Decision Rule

December January 2015 M January 2015
June 2013 August 2013 2014 ! !
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