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Section 7 Benefiting Nof#eds?

Section 7 Section 10

A If an action is funded, A Non-federal individuals
authorized, or carried A HCPs, Safe Harbor
out by a Federal Agreements, Candidate
agency (known as a Conserv. Agreements,
Federal MAnexugceo)

A 135-day consultation A Lengthy process, can
period e expensive

A Provides ESA A Provides ESA
compliance/Incidental compliance/Incidental

Take Statement Take Statement



The Challenge:

A Altar Valley Conservation Alliance wanted to bring fire back to the
landscape to reduce shrub invasion and restore a healthy
grassland.

A Fire, while good for the ecosystem, would have sherin adverse
effects on listed speciesthe thenlisted pygmyowl and Pima
__pineapple cactus.
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A There were concerns about liability with prescribed fire.



The Solution:

> A NRCS stepped forward and took lead for fire on
private and State grazing leases and therefore
q) established a Federal nexus.

=== A NRCS in coordination with NRCS and AVCA complet
('U NEPA on the fire management plan.

> A The Nature Conservancy will provide the insurance
necessary to address the liability. & 8= S
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('5 A Section Tconsultation on fire managemn
) addressed the shotterm effects of fife manageme
. — on listed species. g s ‘
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The Benefits:

A Ecosystem returning to a healthy grasslar
A Short term impacts to species addressed
A Productive partnerships (wiwin-win)

A Ecosystem approa(mmanaglng across
boundaries e

Altar Valley




The Challeng
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Native Fish Restoration Project &% = . -

A Bureau of Reclamation fish barrier to protect native fish populations
A Chemical renovation to remove nonnative predatory fish

A Stocking of Endangered Species-Wsted fish species

City of Safford Concerns
Effects of piscicide on water quality of main Saﬁord water supply

A

A Effects of EShsted fish on maintaining Safford water supply
(infiltration gallery and pipeline)

A How can project move forward with land owner assurance?

Bonita Creek



The Solution:

Section Biological Opinion

A Provided coverage for City of Safford actions: using an MOU betwe
BLM and the City of Safford as Federal nexus

A Provided coverage for take of listed species pursuant to maintaining
water supply (vegetation clearing, well, pipelines, pump, and road
maintenance)

A Federal actions: also COVGI“E‘-'?{"Z'- l

onita Creek

s

|
Sy



Native Species Recovery at the Muleshoe Ranch
Conservation Management Area (CMA)

Muleshoe Ranch CMA

Muleshoe




The Challenge:

The Muleshoe Project involved conservation efforts on

behalf of four native fishes:

: Spikedace; Only two stable

pulations remaining. Occur on
ItS former range.

nE)\/\c Three stable

S remaining. Occurs on

Desej,@.uépjlsrc Endangered

Gila Topminnowg Endangered and occurring el
con3lst|n afew restricte ,

in Arizona and Mexico. l

© John Rinne


http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/arizona/images/SpeciesImages/Gila Topminnow a.jpg

Muleshoe -

The Challenge:
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AOngoing cattle operation (private, Sta €4

Federal ownership).

APresence of listed species would
complicate management, invoke
restrictions.

FSection 7 addressed Federal lease: statesss

lease and private land not covered.

Aish would disperse downstream to the
San Pedro River and onto other private
lands of concern.

The Muleshoe Preserve
Photo by M. Richardson, USFWS



Project Development

Alanning began in 2003 and took 4 years.

AThe process involved multiple private, State, and
Federal entities.

AThe primary landowner, The Nature Conservancy, w
one of those willing partners.

g : Mecause endangered species were involved, the prc
The Muleshoe Preserve : i i
V] Firiar, USHS requ_lred Endanger_ed Species Act and the National
Environmental Policy Act compliance.

A-or NEPA, the project was distributed for public revi

with concerns for his grazing operation.

I
3 Aan appeal was received from a local cattle operator



Muleshoe

The Solution:

Appeals process moved forward through BLM, but
was causing delay in project implementation.

AConcern about litigation.

AStaff from the Arizona Ecological Services Office met
with the landowner and his attorney.

AThrough discussion, determin&gction 7iological
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Muleshoe

The Solution (continued):

A\ddressed private and state lands as
Interrelated/interdependent.

AAaK RAALISNARAAY3I 2dzi 2
ABiological Opinion modified.

Aroject moved forward.

'.F

LINJ



Project Implementation:

In October 2007, a 3person crew captured and transported 2,800 Gila
topminnow, desert pupfish, spikedace, and loach minnow via helicopter
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Aravaipa Creek =
Photos by Bureau of Land Management

Photo by Abe Karam, Arizona
State University
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Conservation Management Area.

Muleshoe

Photos by Arizona Game and Fish Departme



Muleshoe

The Benefit:

This was the first reintroduction effort for spikedace and loach minnow in 27
years.

Cattle grazing at the Muleshoe CMA continues as before the species
reintroduction.



The Cha”enge:

C A Rancher wanted to help recover Chiricahua leopard
O frogs, using a statevide safe harbor agreement held
)

by Arizona Game and Fish Department.




The Solution:
e e Solution

s A We worked with the Forest Service and the BLM to develop
guidelines for futureésection 7fconsultations on effects of
O livestock grazing on Chiricahua leopard frogs.

A These guidfiEr e cRee
agreement:lgle Blelo)VE1yY;
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e The Benefit;

- A The Chiricahua leopard frog benefits from a
state-of-the-art grow-out facility built by the

O rancher.

D_ A Rancher has assurance regarding his operation
on Federal lands.

C
'® Lessons Learned:
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The Challenge:

Native Fish Restoration Project



