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“ th  S t  h ll t  “…the Secretary shall cooperate 
to the maximum extent 

ti bl  ith th  St t ”practicable with the States.”

• Section 6(c) Cooperative Agreements

• Section 6(d) Financial Assistance for 
Cooperative Agreements: 

Species Recovery Grants to States
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P  Hi tProgram History

• First received dedicated funding in FY 2003

• Funding level since 2003 at ~$980KFunding level since 2003 at $980K

• Rate of new agreements: 1- 2 per year 

Then in FY 2010….
F di i d $1 6M• Funding increased to $15.6M

• Eight new agreements established
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• Tribal grant program initiated ($1M)



States with Section 6 
AgreementsAgreements

4



Species Recovery Grants to p y
States Program

Section 6(d):  “The Secretary is authorized to 
provide financial assistance…to assist in p
development of programs for the conservation of 
endangered and threatened species or to assist in 
monitoring the status of candidate and recoveredmonitoring the status of candidate…and recovered 
species…” 
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Species Recovery Grants 
Program 

• Management 

• Research and Monitoring

• Outreach  

• Program capacity
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Funding History…and FutureFunding History…and Future
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Federal Funding by Species Groups
(FY03-10, including out-years)

large whales white abalone: 
$

Hawaiian monk

large whales 
(5 species): 

$833K
$1.1M

eulachon:  $1.6M

sea turtles 
(5 species): 

$11.7M
coral

Hawaiian monk 
seal: $1.8M

llt th

coral 
(2 species): 

$4.4M

sturgeon 
(4 species):

smalltooth 
sawfish: $2.8M
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(4 species): 
$15.3M



FY10 AWARDS

h l ($232 190) WA OR

FY10 AWARDS
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/conservation/states/funded.htm

• whales ($232,190): WA, OR

• white abalone ($442,510):  CA

• Hawaiian monk seals ($493 761): HI• Hawaiian monk seals ($493,761):  HI

• eulachon ($561,579):  WA, OR

• sawfish ($779,985): FL, TXsawfish ($779,985):  FL, TX

• corals ($1,432,320):  FL, PR, USVI

• sea turtles ($4,395,120):  MA, MD, VA, NC, SC, GA, FL  

• sturgeon ($5,335,436):  ME, CT, NY, NJ, DE, MD, VA, NC, SC, GA, FL,    
MS, WA, OR
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FY11 Timeline
• July 16, 2010: Grant announcement published

• October 4, 2010: Proposal deadline

• December 2010: Reviews completed, proposals selected

• March/April 2011: Awards forwarded to Grants Office• March/April 2011:  Awards forwarded to Grants Office

• July 1, 2011: Projects begin

FY12 Timeline
• Announcement  may be earlier (June)

• Announced as Species Recovery Grants Program
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Species Recovery Grants Database
“Not everything that counts can be counted, and not everything that 

can be counted counts.”   - Albert Einstein

• Establish measures to assess grant effectiveness 

• Provide means to track progress consistently over time

• Improve communication about funded activitiesImprove communication about funded activities 

• Develop information to be used in reporting program 

li h taccomplishments

• Establish priorities for what should be funded
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Outcome MeasuresThreats
Short-Term Intermediate Long-Term

Factors Strategies 

Info. on 
distribution, 

Activities Output Measures

Collect data on 
potential impacts on 

No. of critical habitat 
areas identified

Dams & 
diversions

No. of rivers with 
adequate knowledge of 

pop. dynamics & 
habitat use

No. of miles restored to 
allow free access to Eliminate 

abundance, 
movement, life 

history & habitat 
use 

Dam removal 
& monitoring

all life stages & 
assess threats Habitat monitoring & 

implementation of 
protective measures 

allow free access to 
upstream areas after 

barrier removal
barriers to 

habitats

& monitoring

Determine degree of 
fragmentation & 

other habitat 
impacts 

No. of completed habitat 
suitability indices for SNS 

below barriers

Increased 
quality SNS 

habitat available

Reduced I  
Downlisting
or delisting

Habitat 
Alterations

ID & develop 
practical & 

Water control
structures

Ensure flow 
compatible with 

SNS

Investigate fish passage 
technology & 

Practical & functional 
passage technologies 

No. of facilities with 
structures/flows that 

minimize impacts to SNS

Reduced 
impacts on 

SNS & 
habitat

Improve 
population 

abundance & 
demographics

Regain access 
to inaccessible 

Dredging, 
blasting  pile-

Restrictions during 
sensitive times/areas

practical & 
functional fish 

passage technology

Collect data on 
potential impacts 

gy
development of 

downstream & upstream 
passage

p g g
developed

No. of facilities that 
incorporate passage 

technology

to inaccessible 
habitat

Reduced 
impacts on SNS 

& h bit tblasting, pile-
driving

Other energy 
projects (e.g., LNG, 

Monitoring, 
adaptive mgmt, 

Develop and implement 
modifications to lessen 

impacts

on all life stages & 
assess threats No. of rivers with 

restrictions & protective 
management measures

& habitat

Collect data on 
potential impacts 
on all life stages & 
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tidal turbines, 
power plants)

Assess methods 
to reduce 

impingement

p g ,
and ecosystem 

restoration

Sources: Final Recovery Plan for the 
Shortnose Sturgeon (1998); Section 6 
funded projects.

No. of facilities with 
measures/technology to 

reduce impingements
Develop and implement 

methods to reduce 
impingement

assess threats



For more info:o o e o

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/conservation/states/

CONTACTS:

HQ: Lisa.Manning@noaa.gov
NE: Amanda.Johnson@noaa.gov

SE: Karla.Reece@noaa.govSE: Karla.Reece@noaa.gov
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