NRDAR Seabird Restoration Catalog—comments

Contributor: date of comment 

contact information for contributor 
Comments and suggestions. 

+Response and/or actions taken 
____________________________________________________________________________________
Dolores Savignano: January 11, 2008
telephone: (703) 358-1864; fax: (703) 358-1800; e-mail: dolores_savignano@fws.gov

(1) Since the bulk of our restoration funds are spent on management activities and acquisitions (fee title or easement), it would be good to move up the management section of the database in front of research & monitoring needs.

+Change adopted
(2) If plans identify priority areas for protection (e.g., shorelines, islands, etc.), it would be good to have those on a separate spreadsheet . . . sorted by region, species & habitat type.

+Plans are not consistent in identifying habitat types when describing management needs.  The source document for all specific management projects or actions has been identified and restoration specialists are encouraged to follow-up with regional conservation plan contacts. 
(3)  Since some of the recommendations are fairly broad, it would be useful to provide a spreadsheet with contact people by species/region (or Plan) that might be able to provide contact information for others working on similar projects (e.g., methods to reduce by-catch, identifying priority areas for protection) or work with NRDAR folks to develop the details of a project.
+The web location of all source documents is provided in the seabird catalog and contact information is available at these websites.  Since contact information is relatively dynamic, we considered that regional waterbird conservation plan sites would be the most appropriate location for NRDAR to find local contacts.
(4)  While the table is searchable in it's current form, it is difficult to print.  I think it would be worth exploring the cost to put the table into a searchable database that could generate printable reports by species, region, habitat, etc.

+This is a great suggestion and Manomet will explore accomplishing this with partners.
(5)  The first sentence in the document labeled "Seabird Table Guide" is confusing.  Is this table intended for NRDAR & some other programs that do mitigation?   If it's just for NRDAR, then maybe the sentence should be revised to something like: "Agencies responsible for implementing restoration projects under the Natural Resource Damage Assessment and Restoration (NRDAR or Restoration) regulations authorized by OPA, CERCLA, and CWA, can benefit from readily available information on species conservation needs."


+Change adopted
Vernon Byrd: January 10, 2008
vernon_byrd@fws.gov

I list the type of input we would provide if you want modifications beyond the existing plans.

1.  All Alaskan seabirds need winter distribution info and adult survival info

+Change adopted (Manomet will seek this information to include)
2.  Red-faced cormorants - change "measure shifts in nesting colonies" to changes in distribution (e.g., nest-site fidelity, dispersal,)

+Change adopted
3.  Arctic and especially Aleutian tern need a breeding season population census

+Change adopted (Manomet will seek this information to include)
4.  All the birds need info about survival from fledging to breeding age.

+Change adopted (Manomet will seek this information to include)
5.  Development of population indices are not mentioned for many species and development of protocols may be needed for some.

+Change adopted (Manomet will seek this information to include)
John Schmerfeld: January 2, 2008
John_Schmerfeld@fws.gov

I sent the catalogue around to a few key NRDA nerds in FWS/Washington Office and the DOI NRDAR program office for comments.  They are impressed as well.  Juliet has done an awesome job.  I expect to get specific feedback from these folks soon and suggest we have a conf call to discuss later in Jan.
Jennifer Wheeler: December 27, 2007
703-358-1931 (voice); 703-358-2217 (fax); Jennifer_A_Wheeler@fws.gov

As far as utility, I'll need to defer to folks with NRDA experience.  I am not familiar with the means by which they look into mitigation projects, the level of detail they need to identify projects, etc.  so can't say if this fits the bill or not.   The format (multiple worksheets in an Excel spreadsheet) is a little unwieldy, it seems, but that might be fine, again depending on what the users need.
+Manomet will explore changing the format to achieve greater utility (see above)
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