Northwest Section Conservation Affairs Committee
Position Statement: Transfer of Federal Lands to Northwest States (AK, ID, MT, OR, WA)

The viability of wildlife populations and their habitats relies on collaborative, science-based management efforts. Transfer of federally-owned and -managed public lands to state ownership or management is likely to hinder such efforts. 

Successful management of wildlife populations and their habitats is guided by the North American Model of Wildlife Conservation, a framework that is widely accepted by wildlife professionals. The North American Model of Wildlife Conservation stands on two basic principles: that wildlife are held in the public trust for non-commercial use by citizens, and that wildlife should be managed to be available at optimum population levels in perpetuity. 
The North American Model of Wildlife Conservation designates science as a proper tool for the discharge of wildlife policy and assigns a democracy to hunting. These principles were galvanized by perceptions of endless wildlife populations in the 1800s and early 1900s that led to the precipitous decline of our National Mammal, the American Bison, and extinction of species such as the Passenger Pigeon, a bird that was once so abundant it darkened the skies as flocks flew overhead. 
Adoption of acts such as the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act of 1937, provide federally allocated funding to states for research, survey, and management of wildlife populations and their habitats. The public ownership of federal lands held by the National Forest Service (NFS) and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) are governed by the multiple-use and sustained-yield of resources, including wildlife, through the Multiple Use Sustained Yield Act of 1960 (NFS) and Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (BLM). The Organic Act of 1916 created the National Park Service with the mission to conserve public lands and “the wild life therein for…the unimpaired enjoyment of future generations.”
The obligations of federal public land management agencies are clearly defined in such acts. Were federal lands transferred to states, there is ambiguity as to how lands would be allocated. If transferred as state land trusts, the fiduciary responsibilities of states to fund important trust beneficiaries, such as public schools, may conflict with management for wildlife conservation. Federal public lands are managed for a broader set of values in the national interest beyond maximizing revenues from land management. Further, the transfer of public lands could place considerable administrative and economic burden on state agencies, especially for the management of non-game, endangered, and wide-ranging species.
Ecosystems and habitat are connected beyond state borders and federal land management offers a broader perspective for transboundary wildlife and habitat management. Federal lands provide public access for hunters nationwide and are guided by regulatory policies, such as the Lacey Act of 1900 and Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, that secure wildlife diversity and viability requirements not presently mirrored by state management.
The large geographic scale and transboundary/interstate nature of wildlife conservation is especially challenging for migratory species and state-management would pose challenges around management of Endangered Species Act (ESA) listed species. In addition, management of endangered and wide-ranging species often requires the coordinated effort of federal, state, local, and non-governmental organizations. Collaboration between government agencies and stakeholders is the cornerstone of threatened wildlife population management, especially where focus is placed on finding solutions that avoid further regulatory action, such as those enforced by the ESA. 
The Convention of Biological Diversity cites the degradation, destruction and fragmentation of natural habitats as primary threat to terrestrial species; thus, large contiguous tracts of federal lands are critical for wildlife population viability. For example, The NFS provides about 80% of the elk, mountain goat, and bighorn sheep habitat in the contiguous United States and approximately 70% of the remaining old growth forest habitat in the US (US Forest Service Biological Assessment 2011).
Burdens and added responsibility could be especially challenging to western states given that the vast majority of federal lands are concentrated in the western portion of the United States. In the Northwest, federal acreage comprises more than half the total acreage in Alaska, Idaho, and Oregon, and federal lands comprise more than a quarter of the total acreage in Montana and Washington (Vincent et al. 2017). 
Existing management provides for large scale, interstate management, and firm regulatory direction for wildlife conservation beyond that which exists at the state level. For these reasons and as detailed above, the Northwest Section of The Wildlife Society cautions against the transfer of management authority and/or ownership of federal lands to the states. 
Position of the Northwest Section of The Wildlife Society is:
· Oppose efforts to shift management authority over federal lands to Northwest states (AK, ID, MT, OR, WA) and all efforts to divest the American public of their lands.
· State that all lands currently under federal management shall remain under federal management to maximize the benefits of these lands to wildlife, science, and society as a whole.
· Support federal and state funding at levels necessary for effective habitat and wildlife conservation.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Support the continued development of collaborative wildlife conservation-related projects, including conservation-based land exchanges, at the local, state, and regional levels to improve wildlife populations and habitats for the benefit and enjoyment of all citizens. 
· Support the dissemination of information regarding the benefits of federal land ownership and management of public lands to all United States citizens, regardless of their area of residence. 
· Support the continued participation of local residents in land management process through the communication of science-based information, particularly in areas where federally-managed lands make up a large proportion of the landscape.
· Recognize that federal land management can and should be improved through careful consideration of the best available science, the proper allocation of necessary resources, openness and clarity of actions, and continued support for the North American Model of Wildlife Conservation. 
