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    A recent U.S. Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice policy restricting the use of genetic
diversity as a justification for species pro-
tection has sparked criticism both inside
and outside the agency.
    Dale Hall, Southwest regional direc-
tor of the service, spelled out in a Jan.
27 memo how the question of genetic
variability can affect the management of
threatened and endangered species.
    He said preserving genetic diversity
should play a role in species manage-
ment, but cannot be a requirement of
removing Endangered Species Act pro-
tections.
    Hall's counterpart in the Colorado-
based Mountain-Prairie region wrote a
memo in March to say the new policy
could conflict with the goals of the En-
dangered Species Act.
    "It also may contradict our direction
to use the best available science in en-
dangered species decisions in some
cases," wrote Ralph Morgenweck.
    Genetic information can be invaluable
and "by creating a policy that disallows
the use of this knowledge in developing
recovery criteria, you may be compro-
mising the service's ability to prevent the
extinction of listed species," he wrote.
    Scientists and conservationists at the
Center for Biological Diversity and For-

est Guardians blasted the policy.
    "It has serious problems," said Sally
Stefferud, a retired service biologist who
worked in Albuquerque and Phoenix. "It
is scientifically untenable and it bodes
very badly for the threatened and en-
dangered species of the region."
    Fish and Wildlife Service spokesman
Larry Bell said many of those concerns
are misdirected. He said the policy will
not impact such decisions as whether to
allow grazing near streams with endan-
gered species.
    Rebecca Roose, program director for
Public Employees for Environmental
Responsibility, called the policy a politi-
cal bias in favor of development over
science.
    "Telling biologists not to consider ge-
netic factors is like telling engineers they
cannot use mathematics," she said.
    The policy already has had an impact
in New Mexico.
    The Fish and Wildlife Service pro-
posed downlisting Gila trout from endan-
gered to threatened even though one
requirement of the trout recovery plan
has not been met.
    The plan calls for all four of the fish's
original genetic lineages be secured and
replicated in the wild. Only three popu-
lations are secure, but that is enough, the
agency said this month.
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