State of South Dakota
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HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION No. 1006

Introduced by: Representatives Vehle, Brunner, Carson, DeVries, Halverson, Hargens,
Howie, Kirkeby, Nelson, Noem, Olson (Betty), Pederson (Gordon), Rhoden,
Street, and Vanneman and Senators Lintz, Duenwald, Garnos, Hauge, Maher,
McCracken, McNenny, Napoli, and Olson (Ed)

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION, Urging that the delisting of gray wolves as a threatened
or endangered species be extended to include all parts of South Dakota.

WHEREAS, the gray wolf was once found over much of the lower forty-eight states, but
eradication efforts and gradual loss of habitat caused the gray wolf population to decline or
disappear in most areas of the United States; and

WHEREAS, the gray wolf was declared an endangered species in the lower forty-eight
states in 1974 under the federal Endangered Species Act. Wolf populations persisted in the
Great Lakes area, and in 1978, Minnesota wolves were moved from the endangered to the
threatened species list. Meanwhile, the gray wolf was not present in much of the Rocky
Mountains; and

WHEREAS, since the initial wolf population was reintroduced into the Yellowstone
National Park area in the 1990s, their numbers in the Rocky Mountain area have grown
significantly and now far exceed the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's reintroduction goals. In

2003, in much of the species' current range, wolves were moved to the threatened species list.
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In the upper Midwest, approximately 4,000 wolves now occupy parts of Wisconsin, Michigan,
and Minnesota. Wolves in Alaska total between 6,000 and 7,000 and have never been included
for federal protection under the Endangered Species Act; and

WHEREAS, in January of 2007, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service announced the removal
of the western Great Lakes population of gray wolves from the federal list of threatened and
endangered species and proposed to remove the northern Rocky Mountain population of gray
wolves from the list in the near future. These two actions are in recognition of the success of
gray wolf recovery efforts under the Endangered Species Act; and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's removal of the gray wolf from the
endangered and threatened species list for the Western Great Lakes Distinct Population Segment
includes Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan as well as parts of North Dakota, South Dakota,
Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio; and

WHEREAS, in South Dakota, the boundary of the Western Great Lakes Gray Wolf Distinct
Population Segment extends to the Missouri River, but does not include western South Dakota.
However, the Northern Rocky Mountain Gray Wolf Distinct Population Segment, which is also
scheduled for delisting, does not include western South Dakota, either; and

WHEREAS, the failure to include western South Dakota in either the Great Lakes area or
the Rocky Mountain area leaves western South Dakota designated as an area in which the gray
wolf will remain a federal endangered species subject to federal protection and control, while
eastern South Dakota is included in the delisted area and is eligible for state management of
wolf populations; and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has indicated that South Dakota is not
considered essential wolf habitat nor is it being considered for any future wolf reintroduction

efforts, since South Dakota does not contain wolf habitat and is not conducive to the
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development of wolf populations; and

WHEREAS, the division of the state into two separate jurisdictional areas with respect to
the management of gray wolves will leave western South Dakota as a fully protected federal
area situated between two delisted areas, even though there is no biological basis for the
division. This configuration makes it extremely difficult for the state to develop effective and
consistent management policies and practices for the gray wolf:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the House of Representatives of the Eighty-
Third Legislature of the State of South Dakota, the Senate concurring therein, that the South
Dakota Legislature urges the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to include the portions of South
Dakota west of the Missouri River in either the Western Great Lakes Gray Wolf Distinct
Population Segment or the Northern Rocky Mountain Gray Wolf Distinct Population Segment
so that all areas of South Dakota will be on equal footing with respect to the management of
gray wolves and South Dakota will be able to develop a responsible and coherent gray wolf

management plan.



