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'I'dentlfled as #1 accomplishment for
Conservation of Northern Spotted
Owl since listing
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1990 Status Revi

- J\/Jam/ Jr rces of habitat loss — timber harvest #1
source

e fine of timber harvest on Federally managed
e ""1-':'-—- R
= _-——etjé_?_'ast habitat loss could still have negative effects
- Continuing threat from insects (e.g., fuel for fire)
~* Continuing threat from uncharacteristic stand
replacing fires
® |ncreasing threat from sudden oak death



2004 Threat

Tre \ds 1990 Threat

Moderate/Severe Decreased

Significant In Same Or
Some Areas Increased
No Assurance Increased

= ffi‘::_:hands Assurance
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-G-ausal Link between demographic parameters
~ estimated and Habitat Conditions (much greater
- knowledge of owl habitat relationships)

® Trends in habitats on public and private lands
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S 'CoL Jth t assess Private Land

- r)o:-ﬁ"T Hle increasing threat from fires
; | T“ c lnsects If other threats emerge
-as S|gn|f|cant future threats such as
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— elevance to Listing Decision
;—,*‘  and Future Evolutionary
—_— Potential
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- Strix ot supported
aJEEE :regressmn with CSO — unknown
sk

= PR e rtic \Variation — unkrown
risk (note: dynamics more likely
control owl persistence)
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- Status R 1 1990:
_rwo___.r@_ and! Short Duration
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_;_,,,, ~ -~ 14 Studies, most of long duration
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- - 12% of range of spotted owl
= '_l - Coordinated Effort

- LLargest analysis of capture recapture data
for a nongame species



1990 Status Review:

== '-

v, S

e -Nﬂajor accompllshments In analysis of population dynamics
-~ * 14 extant major studies in range of NSO
- * 7 Populations Declining
e 7 Stable or improving
* Original two study populations show improvement



THRE ﬁs
@%&L Q“%E;g#\ DS

- Lag Effe
y Effecto Unfav:

i
L | B ¥ ¢
= L N

2 T

e — =
— R o
= -
— |
—
— 3
il =



E AR@-OW@?‘ —

1990 Sta 2w Uzl competltor W|th
PELENL al for adversely Impacting spotted
oWl O,g:e ulatlon levels”
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= O Increasmg throughout NSO range
: = AII suggestions in 1990 review confirmed
- BO use old forests and other forests

- Negative Correlative Effects on Survival
on 3 Washington Demographic Areas
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2004 Ste

- ij ‘area of most disagreement
-zl -rong panel members

I'studies are correlative
— Amblgwty of data and processes

- Use of cumulative numbers
Confound Inference

- Incidental Data collection
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2004 St tu
o r)r.nej ;nanlmous this I1s a threat

= _)JDEIQ‘ centers on ultimate

rrmc Aitude of threat
;1_;___ Tl e@ry predicts competition
=3 *Generallst vs. Specialist life history
"“' Rapld Spread and Increase in BO

® Correlative evidence of survival and
occupancy effects
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— e:creased Risk due to change in

"'"__--"'_

’i* - radio transmitter type

-

e _—
a——

e --Possnble Risk due to Increased
sSurveys
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- 1990 ‘ S EEnoersignificant threat

- 2004 S
- \/\/gt N|Ie Virus, currently unknown but
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-—~ ecently Arrived

= ,No evidence of other disease or parasite
- threats (increased globalization
_predicts)
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- 1990 Sta & - - 1-0F no significant threat
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- 2004 no significant threat

= (cs weat: Barred Owl predation
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2 * SN A Majer Factor

- 2004 St 11 Much reduced Factor
- | arlly pbecause of NWFP, but there Is no
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: | recovery plan
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-- :'L-ack of Commitment to Monitoring and
-_._':d_ - Research
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e ]napproprlate Application of “Healthy Forest
= Initiative™

- Possible excessive demand for owl surveys for
minor projects
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QUi _ ively, threats are different
'I‘QFJ(—I/ s

~ Ral ree habltat loss due to tree
-~ ha ;vest greatly reduced

f1ncreased threat of Barred Owis
 Increased threat of disease
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