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Working Lands in Washington

 What are working lands?

— Managed areas which are actively used for
agricultural, forestry, or other productive purposes

— Often form the backbone of economic activities
related to food and fiber production.

— Can be private or publicly owned

 There are many and variable examples in
Washington

— Ranching, farming, forestry, military training lands
— Working lands occur in all regions of our state
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WDFW Values Working Lands

 Working landowners/managers support fish and
wildlife by protecting habitat from development
and stewarding lands to provide habitat value

— local and landscape scales

 Examples of agency programs that engage with
working lands and landowners

— Private lands program

— Washington Shrubsteppe Restoration and Resiliency Initiative
— Voluntary Stewardship Program

— Forest Practices, Forest Health, Shared Stewardship

— Working lands partnerships on WDFW-managed lands

— ESA voluntary conservation benefit agreements
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Private Lands Program
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Habitat Conservation

Areas of emphasis

Recreational Access

WA State Duck Stamp
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Forage Enhancement, Pollinator and

Brood Rearing Strips

* Building partnerships
for collaboration

* Voluntary, Incentive-
based projects

* Farm Bill Programs

 Start small, building to
bigger projects
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Wildlife Program Staffing and Funding

 Private Lands Section
Manager

12 Private Lands
Biologists

* 6 Technicians

e 90% Pittman-
Robertson $ |

& Sharp-tailed Grouse in Douglas County CRP SAFE
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Washington Shrubsteppe
Restoration and Resiliency

Initiative (WSRRI)
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Washington’s Shrubsteppe
Landscape
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WGSRRI is Collaborative, Strategic, Focused

Supporting wildlife and human communities in the face of
increasing severity and frequency of wildland fire
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WSRRI Shares Habitat Restoration Expertise,

On-the-ground Capacity, and Materials
All Land Ownerships
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WSRRI offers Wildlife Friendly Fencing

Traditional “hard” fence with wildlife-friendly adaptations
Virtual Fence




WSRRI Supports Deferred Grazing

Providing producers hay or alternative pasture rental
reimbursements to allow habitat time to recover after fire

Burned - Fall 2020
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Voluntary Stewardship

Program Support




Overview of VSP

Created in 2011 and administered by
State Conservation Commission.

Is an alternative program for counties to

protect critical areas on agricultural

lands.

= Exempt from CAO regulations

= Rely on voluntary & incentive-based
conservation measures

= Reduce regulatory burden on
agricultural land

Wiriiam D RuckersaAus CENTER

A Framework for Stewardship

Final Report of the William D. Ruckelshaus Center
on the work of the Agriculture and Critical Areas Committee

October 2010

Submitted to the
islature and Governor Christine Gregoire

w EVANS SCHOOL OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS
UNIVERSITY af WASHINGTON
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VSP Goals

Land use program under the GMA for counties
to:

1) Protect and enhance critical area functions and values
2) Improve agricultural viability
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VSP Counties
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27 counties are
participating in
the Voluntary
Stewardship
Program.




Forest Practices, Forest Health,

Shared Stewardship
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Forest Practices and Forest Health

* Habitat Biologist expertise and support
 Water Typing and Riparian Protection
 Water Crossing Structures

* Forest Health Treatments and Special
Considerations

« WDFW engagement in all levels of the
Forest Practices Adaptive Management
Program.
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Forest Habitats Wildlife Species of
Interest under Forest Practices

FP Rule WAC 222-16-080 Protects
Critical Habitat (state) for T&E Species:
* Marbled Murrelet

* Northern Spotted Owl

« Others e.g., Wolves, Grizzly Bear
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Voluntary Protection:

\%

* Lynx

« Taylor's Checkerspot Butterfly
«  Western Gray Squirrel

* Fisher (CCAA)
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WDFW Managed Lands
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Purpose of WDFW-
managed Lands

Protecting Land and Water for
Wildlife and People

Our vision is a Washington where fish and wildlife
thrive in healthy habitats, and where people
experience and enjoy our state’s natural gifts for
generations to come.

Many WDFW-managed lands include
partnerships with private entities who
provide working land expertise to
benefit our mission.
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Agriculture and Grazing WDFW-managed Lands

Two main tools
aiding
stewardship &
recreation

Agriculture Leases
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Agriculture and Grazing WDFW-managed Lands

WFDW Grazing Permit Acreage 2024
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Grazing Permits:
45 permits,
94,441 acres




Agriculture and Grazing on WDFW-managed Lands

Goals of Leases and Permits

21% / 2,1%

3,1% "
L m Forage for wildlife (42%)

7,3%

7, 2%

» Wildlite habitat
enhancement

= Weed control (15%)

(31%)

m Support native plant
communities

m Maintain water rights
Manage vegetation

m Fuel reduction

" Encourage species diversity
Address agricultural

encroachment
= Crossing permit

Washington Department of
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Agriculture and Grazing on WDFW-managed Lands

SGCN Species Benefits

Habitat Benefits

Sandhill Cranes, Sunnyside Snake River Snow Geese, Skagit Wildlife Area, WDFW

Wildlife Area, WDFW

Game Species Benefits
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Lester Range Grazing permit, Methow
Wildlife Area, WDFW
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Conservation Easements

D Percentage
CEs
1 0 0%
2 41 54%
3 6 8%
4 6 8%
5 1 1%
i 6 22 29%
Total = 76 100%
03

Gun Ranch CE, R2 WDFW
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Endangered Species Act

Voluntary Conservation
Agreements
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Conservation Benefit Agreements

(formerly Safe Harbor Agreements and
andidate Conservation Agreements with Assurances)

Voluntary agreement with U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service

Non-federal landowners agree to do good
things for a species — provide “net benefit”

In return, they receive coverage for incidental
take of ESA species for agreed upon activities
— "reqgulatory assurance”

Each agreement is tailored to the specifics of
the species and the situation.

—

Department of Fish and Wildlife

Whatis o Safe Harbor Agrsament?
Harbor Agreement (SHA)
isaw nlm.m agreement involving
private or other non-federal property
owners whose actions contribute to the
recovery of species listed as endangered
o threatened under s Entengered
Species Act (ESA). The agreement
is between cooperating non-federal
property owners and the U.S. Fish and
Wildiife Serviee (FWS) or the National
Oceanic and Atmospherie Administration,
which is responsible for most listed
‘marine and anadromous fish species.

In exchange for amom thxl mmn‘hule to
the recovery of listed

that if they fulfill the conditions
of the SHA, the FWS will not require any
mld ional or different

Safe Harbor
Agreements for Private
Landowners

The black-footed fervet, ance thought to be extinet, is now benefiting from Safe Harbor

Agreements with 13 ranchers in Colorado and Kansas who hax
captive-raised ferrets reintroduced onto their londs.

teered to have

s by the participants without
el consen. T adlitho, at the end of
the agreement period, participants may
return the enrolled property to the
haseline conditions that existed at the
beginning of the SHA.

How does an SHA contribute to recovery?

privately owned pmpelh‘ the

species included in the agreement. The
contribution toward recovery will vary
from case to case, and the SHA does not
have to provide permanent conservation
for the enrolled property. The benefit to
the species depends on the nature of the
activities to be undertaken, where they
are undertaken, and their duration. The
SHA and associated documents include a

in the
conservation and recavery of species is
erucial. Property owners are often
willing partners in efforts to recover
listed species. However, some people.
‘may be reluetant to undertake activities
that support or attract listed species on

conservation benefit(s) and how the
FWS reached that conclusion.

Exutupes o conservatin benefits
include:

* maintenance, restoration, or
of existing habitats;

their properties, due to cancern about
future use limit lated o the ESA-
To address this concern, an

rovides that future pmper\'\ use
limitations will not oecur without the
mer’s consent.

Central to this approsch is that the
actions taken under the SHA will provide
et conservation benefit that
contributes to the recovery of the

* reduced habitat fragmentation;

« opportunities to test and develop new
habitat management technique:

How does a property owner benefit?
By entering into an SHA, property
owners receive assurances that they
will not have to change their
management activities agreed to in the
SHA, even if the voluntary actions
inerease the number of individuals
already present an their property or
attract the species onto their property.
The assurances are provided by the
FWS through an Enhancement of
Survival Permit iemied to the property
owner; this permit authorizes incidental
take of species that may result from
actions undertaken by the property
owner under the SHA, which could
Snckudereturning the progerty o 1

nereases in habitat

« stabilized or inereased numbers or
distribution;

« the creation of buffers for protected
nd

he agreement.

e pernit alo specifs that the FWS
will not

different mtbmm:iun measures
management activities by participants
without their consent. This kind of




WDFW supports landowners by
facilitating these agreements

Columbia Basin Pacific Fisher Island Marble Butterfly

Pygmy Rabbit Candidate Conservation Candidate Conservation
Safe Harbor Agreement with Agreement with
Agreement 2006 Assurances 2016 Assurances 2020

Emergency listed as Washington precluded Listed as
Endangered 2001 from 2019 proposed listing Endangered 2020
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Each agreement is different, but
principles and approach are same

Strong collaboration between USFWS and WDFW

throughout |

- Development
- Adaptation N 3’%‘4‘
- Delivery

......
,,,,,

Include considerations of both the animals and
landowners.

Associated with reintroductions

WDFW is the programmatic permit holder,
enrolling landowners through certificates of
inclusion

- Reduces landowner administrative burden
- Standardizes approach
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Conservation and Partnership Success

Columbia Basin Fisher CCAA Island Marble
Pygmy Rabbit SHA 3.5 million acres : llzgtzilzeﬁﬁd_
156,000 acres enrolled: enrolled; , . -
32 private landowners 60 forest landowners 32,000 ft* of habitat created;

18 landowners

Working ranc.:h and Orang-e po]_yg'ons; Fisher Island marble butterﬂy
pygmy rabbit SHA CCAA enrolled lands habitat patch on CCAA
& enrolled lands enrolled lands

@ Department of Fish and Wildlife



Working Lands Balance

Challenges

Striking the balance
between private interest
and values to fish and
wildlife

Threats from conversion
to a more developed
landscape

Can be viewed as the
easy place to do
something different.

Department of Fish and Wildlife

Benefits

Reduced impacts to fish
and wildlife compared to
other development types

Positive outcomes for
fish and wildlife while
supporting private
Interests

Supports rural economy

Increased benefits to
some species
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