|_esser Prairie-Chicken under
review




Kansas Threatened & Endangered
List

Endangered
— 24 species
Threatened
— 36 species

SINC (species-in-need-oft-
conservation)
— 76 species

(majority of listed species are aquatic)

(if species is federally listed it is
required by statute to be KS listed)



Kansas Threatened & Endangered
List

e History

— 1975 Authorized

* Nongame and
Endangered Species Act

— 1978: First lists
approved (26 species)

— 1987: First SINC list
approved

— 1997: Recovery plans
required

— Five-year review
required by statute




Greater Prairie-Chicken
Tympanuchus cupido
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Lesser Prairie-Chicken
Range
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Kansas

1 Kansas has most of the
| remaining LEPC range.
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Petitioners

o Kansas Ornithological Society

e 6 Local Audubon Chapters

Wichita Audubon Society
— Northern Flint Hills Audubon Society
— Topeka Audubon Society
— Jayhawk Audubon Society
— Burroughs Audubon Society
— Smoky Hills Audubon Society



T&E Task Committee

Bill Busby
Kansas Biological Survey

Mark Eberle

Ft. Hays State University

Elmer Finck
Ft. Hays State University

James Larson
KS Dept. Wildl. & Parks

o Edwin Miller
KS Dept. Wildl. & Parks

 Tom Mosher
KS Dept. Wildl. & Parks

e Dan Mulhern
USFWS



Threat: End of CRP Contracts
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Threat: Habitat Fragmentation
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1.25 mile radius

<
<

v

= >2000 ac.

1.5 MW turbine

Area that may be abandoned

by prairie chickens
(nesting & brood rearing activities)



Status In other states

Texas: game species (N0 open season)

New Mexico: petitioned to threatened in 1997
withdrawn in 1999 (gather info.)
decision not to list 2006
conservation actions enacted

Oklahoma: remains game species (N0 open season)

Colorado: listed as threatened on CO list (1973)



Is Federal listing pending?

-Priority elevated in 2008
Listing priority 2

-Threat: High
-Immediacy: Imminent

-Petitioned in 1995
-Warranted but precluded



g Ad Hoc Committee Lesser
Prairie-Chicken Experts

Clait Braun

Greg Farley

Christian Hagen

Grouse Inc. Fort Hays State University Oregon Dept Fish & Wildlife
Stephanie Jim Pitman Robert Robel
M anes KS Dept. Wildlife & Parks Kansas State University

Ranchland Trust of Kansas

Randy Rodgers

KS Dept. Wildlife & Parks

Brett
Sandercock

Kansas State University

Don Wolfe

Sutton Avian Research
Center




Impending Threats to LEPC

Reversion of CRP

Overgrazing

Fragmentation
Commercial

Tree Invasion

0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3

Mean Score



Is hunting a significant factor Iin

LEPC population?

H NO
B Nno
B No
B NO
H No
B NO
B Nno
B No
H NO




Is lek count data appropriate for
estimating population trends?

[ yes
H No

[ yes
H No

[ yes
[ yes
[ yes
[ yes
[ yes




What i1s the LEPC trend since
19757?

Gradual but significant decline (3)
Rapid and significant decline (2)
Stable (no significant trend) (2)

One trend does not explain what has occurred
since 1975 (2)



Are there pending conservation
actions that alleviate the need for

state listing?

H no
HNo
O yes
H no
[ yes
H no
[ yes
H no
H no




Is there enough Iinformation to

confidently make a listing
decision?

[ yes
[ yes
[ yes
[ yes
[ yes
H No

[ yes
[ yes
[ yes




Listing recommendation from ad
hoc Committee

e Do not list (7) o List as threatened (2)
- Implement strategies to - 50 Recovery Plan can be
alleviate need for listing formulated and
(4) implemented

- to maintain better

cooperation with
landowners (2) - to ensure re-enroliment

- stays eligible for federal of CRP occurs

funds (P-R) and keep
hunting tradition (1)



Conservation Strategies to Keep
LEPC Population Viable

o Target CRP reenrollment to LEPC habitat

* Regulatory requirements to keep energy
production away from LEPC habitat

 Incentives to landowners to reduce grazing
pressure and remove trees
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