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Environmentalists sued the Bush administration Wednesday to restore millions of acres of habitat protection for the
California red-legged frog and 12 other imperiled species, saying safeguards for endangered creatures have fallen victim
to politics and building industry pressure.

"We're headed back to court not only to protect Mark Twain's celebrated jumping frog, but also to protect the scientific
integrity of the endangered species program," said attorney Erin Tobin of Earthjustice, which sued in San Francisco
federal court over the frog's habitat on behalf of the nonprofit Center for Biological Diversity.

Other suits were filed in Southern California, Oregon, New Mexico and North Carolina over decisions by the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service to reduce critical habitat for some animal and plant species and not to consider habitat protections
for others.

Environmental groups said many of those decisions had been influenced by Julie MacDonald, who resigned in May as a
deputy assistant secretary in the Interior Department. The department's inspector general found that MacDonald, a political
appointee in charge of deciding which species should be protected, had rewritten scientific reports to skew them against
protection and had leaked internal information to developers.

In response, the Fish and Wildlife Service has ordered reconsideration of its actions on eight species, including the
California red-legged frog and the arroyo toad, another subject of Wednesday's lawsuits. The agency decided not to
reassess the 11 other species cited in the suits.

"We looked at every decision that Julie MacDonald was involved in, and ... we feel we have committed to reviewing and
redoing the decisions that warranted it, where her involvement affected the outcome," said Chris Tollefson, a Fish and
Wildlife spokesman. He said that the review had been conducted by career employees and that their conclusions had been
left virtually unchanged by the agency's director.

But plaintiffs said the problem wasn't limited to MacDonald.

"A documented history exists within the Interior Department of interference by political appointees with scientific
decision-making in the endangered species program," said the San Francisco lawsuit.

Environmentalists also said the courts should order changes rather than awaiting administration actions.

The red-legged frog, renowned in Twain's short story "The Celebrated Jumping Frog of Calaveras County," has
disappeared from more than 70 percent of its historic range, a victim of development, pollution and other species. After
being sued by the Center for Biological Diversity, the Fish and Wildlife Service listed the frog as a threatened species in
1996.

The agency proposed 4.1 million acres of critical habitat for the frog in 2001, an area that touched parts of 28 counties
from the coast to the Sierra foothills. The designation required public agencies to consider the frog in development
decisions on public lands, or private property that involved federal funds or permits.

The government reversed course after being sued by the Home Builders Association of Northern California, which
contended the agency hadn't shown that the area was essential for the species' survival and hadn't given enough weight to
economic effects.

The Fish and Wildlife Service eventually reduced the habitat designation to 450,000 acres in April 2006, a cut of nearly
90 percent. In Alameda and Contra Costa counties, 98 percent of the previously designated habitat was eliminated, said
Jeff Miller of the Center for Biological Diversity.



Wednesday's lawsuit contends the agency disregarded scientific evidence, inflated the economic costs of habitat
designation and ignored the economic and public benefits of conserving the species.

Another suit, filed in San Diego, challenged the agency's slashing of critical habitat in Central and Southern California for
the arroyo toad, listed as an endangered species in 1994. President Bill Clinton's administration proposed 478,000 acres
of habitat for the toad in 2000. But after an industry lawsuit, environmentalists said, the Bush administration designated
less than 12,000 acres in 2005, a 98 percent reduction.
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