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Update on Northern Long-eared Bat in MN  

 Federal listing and 4(d) rule 

 

 Research 

 

 Habitat Conservation Plan 
 



Threatened Status 

and 4(d) Rule 

under the Federal ESA 

 “Take” is prohibited:   “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, 

shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or to 

attempt to engage in any such conduct.” Take can be 

“purposeful” or “incidental” 

 

 Threatened designation allows protective regulation or 

“4(d) Rule” that is  “necessary and advisable to 

provide for the conservation of the species.” 

 



4(d) Rule 

Final 4(d) Rule effective 2/16/2016 

 A successful compromise 

 

Provisions of the 4(d) Rule 

 “Purposeful” (Intentional) take is prohibited except: 

 removal from human structures,  

 in defense of human life,  

 research (for one year), or  

 as a result of removing trees hazardous to human life or property. 



4(d) Rule 

 “Incidental” take (resulting from otherwise legal 
activity) allowed outside of White Nose 
Syndrome Buffer Zone (15 western MN 
counties) 

 “Incidental” take prohibited inside of White Nose 
Syndrome Buffer Zone (72 MN counties) only: 

 if it occurs within a hibernaculum 

 if tree removal is within ¼ mile of an entrance 
to a known, occupied hibernaculum 

 if tree removal cuts or destroys a known, 
occupied maternity roost tree or other trees 
within 150 feet of that tree during June and 
July 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Known Northern Long-eared Bat 

Locations in Minnesota 

 “Occupied Hibernacula” – 34 known entrances 

 

 “Maternity Roost Trees” – 230 known trees  

 

 200+ additional roost trees 

     likely to be found 

     over next few years 







Known Northern Long-eared Bat 

Locations in Minnesota 

Township List and Map will be updated each April 1st  

 

Natural Heritage Information System – official source 

of information on “known” rare species locations 

 Obtain access through a Data License 

 Submit a Data Request Form 

 Contact U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 



Northern Long-eared Bat Research 

in Minnesota 

 Research on NLEBs began in 2014 

 $1.25 million ENRTF grant: July 2015 – June 2018 

 Summarize data on distribution of NLEBs in Minnesota 

 Conduct acoustic surveys to complete info on range in MN 

 Capture and place radios on female NLEBs 

 Follow to roost trees; document use 

 Characterize roost trees and stands in which they occur 



2015 Capture Locations 



24 radioed NLEB females lead to  

71 roost trees of 17 species 



DBH & # of bats for 71 roost trees 



 Female NLEBs showed no obvious preference of tree 

species for roost sites 
 

 Most roost trees were in an advanced state of decay 

 Weak relationship between DBH and # bats counted 
 

 Females traveled an average of .5 miles from capture 

location to first roost tree 
 

 Females used an average of 3.2 (0-6) roost trees while 

transmittered (6.4 day ave; 1-11 days) 
 

 Females traveled an average of 770 feet between 

consecutive roost trees 
 

 An average of 21.5 bats (up to 79) were observed 

emerging from a single roost tree 

 

2015 Research Conclusions 



Proposed 2016 Capture Locations 



2014-2016 Capture Locations 



What’s New? 

 White-nose Syndrome documented in Minnesota 

 
 

 FWS determined on April 27 that Designation of Critical 

Habitat is Not Prudent 

 Critical Habitat is “specific geographic areas that contain … 

features that are essential to the conservation of the species …” 
 

 Critical Habitat only applies to actions with federal authorization, 

federal funding, or on federal lands (ESA Section 7) 
 

 Summer Habitat is not specific or limited 
 

 Winter Habitat should not be identified to avoid increasing 

vandalism and other human disturbance 

 



Why a Habitat Conservation Plan? 

 ESA authorizes “citizen lawsuits” to require enforcement 

of take prohibition 
 

 FWS has received Notices of Intent to Sue to challenge 

Threatened designation and 4(d) rule 
 

 If reclassification or lawsuit leads to loss of the 4(d) rule, 

compliance with ESA will require an Incidental Take 

Permit (ITP) 
 

 Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is required to apply for 

an ITP 

 



What is in an HCP? 

 Species, Lands, and Activities covered by an ITP 
 

 Amount of incidental take anticipated and covered by an ITP 
 

 How take would be avoided and minimized 
 

 How unavoidable take would be mitigated 
 

 How mitigation would be funded 
 

 How take and mitigation would be monitored 
 

 How the plan would change if necessary 
 

 How landowners would participate 



Examples of Bat HCPs 

 Midwest Wind Energy HCP 

 

 Pennsylvania Forest Management HCP 

 

 NiSource/Columbia Pipeline HCP 



Lake States Forest Management 

Habitat Conservation Plan 

 MN, WI, and MI have received over $1,230,000 in 2 federal 

grants to develop an HCP 
 

 Risk management strategy 
 

 If reclassified, limited options for ESA compliance 
 

 Funding currently runs Oct 2014 – Sept 2017 
 

 States can apply for up to 2 more grants 



How is the HCP being developed? 

 Steering Committee of representatives from each state DNR: 
 Endangered Species Coordinator 

 Division of Forestry Representative 

 Participation of USFWS and consultant representatives, as needed 
 

 Administered by MI 
 

 Contractor (ICF International) hired as of late 2015 

 

 Supported by senior leadership in each state (MN, WI, MI) 
 

 Includes forest management on all non-federal forest lands 
 

 Will take several more years, including required NEPA  process 
(public review of an EIS) 



How will stakeholders participate? 

 The HCP will need to characterize 

 Forest management activities  

 Scale of forest management (across ownerships)  and estimated take 

 Conservation measures necessary to mitigate estimated take 

 

 Structured to allow “opt-in” (or not) by individual landowners through a 
Certificate of Inclusion 

 

 Stakeholders will include: 

 All Potentially Affected Interests  

 Potential Certificate (of Inclusion) Holders (forest landowners) 

 

 Specific plans for opportunities to participate in the HCP 
development process pending 



Thank You! 


