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NA	  Model:	  
Origin	  of	  a	  Concept	  

 As	  Wildlife	  Conservation	  emerged	  in	  North	  America	  a	  
distinct	  form	  developed	  

 The	  7	  Components	  or	  Principals	  are	  not	  all	  unique	  to	  
North	  America,	  but	  their	  collective	  association	  is	  

 These	  are	  not	  etched	  onto	  granite	  slabs…….	  
 The	  NA	  Model	  is	  flexible	  and	  adaptable,	  yet	  true	  to	  
underlying	  principles	  



North	  American	  Wildlife	  
Conserva:on	  Principles	  

 Wildlife	  has	  value	  when	  alive	  
 Uncontrolled	  use	  leading	  to	  decline	  &	  extinction	  
unacceptable	  

 Wildlife	  is	  a	  public	  resource:	  governments	  conserve	  
for	  future	  generations	  

 Wildlife	  can	  be	  perpetuated	  with	  sustainable	  use	  



Principles	  of	  Use	  
 Use	  serves	  a	  practical	  purpose	  
  Species	  or	  Population	  is	  not	  threatened	  or	  endangered	  
 Method	  of	  take	  is	  considered	  acceptable	  



North	  American	  Model	  of	  Wildlife	  
Conserva:on	  

 Wildlife	  as	  Public	  Trust	  Resources	  
 Elimination	  of	  Markets	  for	  Wildlife	  
 Allocation	  of	  Wildlife	  by	  Law	  
 Wildlife	  can	  only	  be	  killed	  for	  a	  Legitimate	  Purpose	  
 Wildlife	  is	  considered	  an	  International	  Resource	  
  Science	  is	  the	  proper	  tool	  for	  discharge	  of	  Wildlife	  
Policy	  

 Democracy	  of	  Hunting	  



Wildlife	  as	  Public	  Trust	  Resources	  



The	  Public	  Trust	  Doctrine	  
 U.S.	  Supreme	  Court	  
Ruling	  in	  1842	  

 Magna	  Carta	  	  1215	  
 Roman	  Law	  2nd	  
Century	  A.D.	  

 Ancient	  Greek	  Natural	  
Law	  



Roman	  Property	  System	  
 Res	  Communis	  –	  Common	  Property	  
 Res	  Nullius	  –	  Law	  of	  Things	  Owned	  by	  No	  One:	  	  
Included	  Ferae	  Naturae	  (Wildlife)	  



Solidifying	  the	  Public	  Trust	  
 Concept	  of	  a	  Public	  Legal	  Right	  
 Enforceable	  against	  the	  Government	  
 Consistent	  with	  Contemporary	  Concerns	  



Public	  Trust	  as	  Law	  
(where	  the	  rubber	  meets	  the	  road)	  

 Public	  Trust	  is	  Common	  Law	  (Judge-‐made	  Law)	  
 Public	  Trust	  is	  State	  Law	  
 Public	  Trust	  is	  Property	  Law	  
 Public	  Trust	  is	  a	  Public	  Right	  



Solidifying	  the	  Public	  Trust	  
 Statutory	  Charters	  of	  State	  and	  Provincial	  Fish	  
and	  Wildlife	  Agencies	  

 Must	  be	  explicit	  in	  mandating	  trust	  responsibility	  



Solidifying	  the	  Public	  Trust	  
 Government’s	  general	  obligation	  to	  act	  in	  public	  
interest	  vs.	  greater	  obligation	  as	  a	  trustee	  

 Does	  PTD	  equate	  to	  a	  judicially	  enforceable	  right?	  
  Should	  it	  be	  illegal	  to	  reduce	  a	  free-‐ranging	  live	  
amphibian	  or	  reptile	  to	  private	  ownership?	  



Elimina:on	  of	  Markets	  for	  
Wildlife	  

  “Commons”	  Theory	  
 Rapid	  declines	  when	  value	  placed	  on	  dead	  
wildlife	  



Elimina:on	  of	  Markets	  for	  Wildlife	  
 Traditional	  Game	  Animals	  vs.	  Amphibians	  and	  
Reptiles?	  



Elimina:on	  of	  Markets	  for	  Wildlife	  
 American	  Alligator	  Conservation	  and	  the	  Market	  –	  
What	  can	  we	  learn	  from	  Herpetofauna	  Conservation	  
to	  apply	  to	  other	  Wildlife?	  



Alloca:on	  of	  Wildlife	  by	  Law	  
  Surplus	  Wildlife	  are	  not	  allocated	  by	  market,	  birth	  
right,	  land	  ownership,	  or	  special	  privilege	  

 Public	  input	  into	  allocation	  provides	  opportunity	  for	  
all	  citizens	  to	  be	  involved	  in	  wildlife	  management	  

  Secures	  the	  Trust	  for	  future	  generations	  



Alloca:on	  of	  Wildlife	  by	  Law	  



Wildlife	  can	  only	  be	  killed	  for	  a	  
Legi:mate	  Purpose	  

  Laws	  define	  acceptable	  purpose	  for	  take	  
 Code	  of	  sportsman	  mandates	  use	  without	  waste	  
  Food,	  Fur,	  Self-‐Defense,	  Property	  Protection	  



Wildlife	  can	  only	  be	  killed	  for	  a	  
Legi:mate	  Purpose	  

We	  don’t	  afford	  all	  species	  and	  taxa	  equal	  
standing….	  



Wildlife	  is	  Considered	  an	  
Interna:onal	  Resource	  

 Recognition	  that	  wildlife	  transcend	  boundaries	  
 One	  Nation’s	  management	  can	  affect	  the	  other’s	  
resources	  

 C.	  Gordon	  Hewitt	  
 CITES	  



Wildlife	  is	  Considered	  an	  
Interna:onal	  Resource	  



Science	  is	  the	  Proper	  Tool	  for	  
Discharge	  of	  Wildlife	  Policy	  



Roosevelt	  Doctrine	  
 Recognized	  “Outdoor	  Resources”	  as	  one	  
integral	  whole	  

 “Conservation	  through	  wise	  use”	  a	  public	  
responsibility,	  and	  private	  ownership	  a	  
public	  trust	  

 Recognized	  science	  as	  a	  tool	  for	  discharging	  
that	  responsibility	  



Habitat	  Management	  
Guidelines	  



Science	  is	  proper	  tool	  for	  discharging	  
Wildlife	  Policy	  

  Science	  needs	  to	  be	  a	  priority	  with	  adequate	  resources	  
dedicated	  

 Governance	  models	  need	  to	  be	  revisited	  
 Boards	  and	  Commissions	  
 Superagency	  structures	  
 A	  need	  for	  true	  Trusteeship	  
 A	  Stake	  for	  Herps	  



Democracy	  of	  Hun:ng	  
 Regardless	  of	  Land	  Ownership,	  Birthright,	  or	  Special	  
Privilege	  

 Abide	  by	  Societal	  Rules	  (Laws,	  Regulations)	  
 North	  America:	  broad	  interest	  in	  maintaining	  wildlife	  
(all	  are	  stakeholders)	  



Democracy	  of	  Hun:ng	  
 Anarchical	  rather	  than	  democratic?	  
  Lacking	  a	  social	  movement	  to	  establish	  the	  limits	  



NA	  Model:	  POST-‐1970	  
 Broadening	  of	  missions	  and	  mandates	  
 Greater	  diversity	  of	  values	  represented	  within	  
profession	  

 Growing	  societal	  distrust	  of	  science	  
 Decline	  of	  the	  expert	  authority	  model	  
  Increase	  in	  non-‐governmental	  wildlife	  groups	  



COMPREHENSIVE	  WILDLIFE	  
CONSERVATION	  

  Integration	  of	  social,	  political,	  and	  environmental	  
factors	  in	  wildlife	  policy	  

 Greater	  focus	  on	  systems	  and	  landscapes	  
 Greater	  stakeholder	  involvement	  –	  Human	  
Dimensions	  

 Wildlife	  Damage	  Management	  
 Greater	  Taxa	  inclusivity	  
 Teaming	  With	  Wildlife	  



State	  Wildlife	  Ac:on	  Plans	  
  Species	  Distribution	  and	  Abundance	  
  Key	  Habitats	  and	  Community	  Types	  
  Descriptions	  of	  Problems/Priority	  
Research	  

  Conservation	  Actions	  
 Monitoring	  
  Updates	  
  Coordination	  
  Public	  Participation	  



1930	  AMERICAN	  GAME	  POLICY	  
  Land	  acquisition	  
  Partnerships:Landowners/	  Hunters/Public	  
  Experiment	  state-‐by-‐state	  ways	  partnership	  yields	  
management	  

  Research	  (find	  facts)	  
  Joint	  conservation	  program	  with	  hunters	  and	  
protectionists	  together	  with	  scientists	  and	  landowners	  

  Establish	  wildlife	  management	  profession	  
  Adequate,	  equitable,	  secure	  $	  



State	  Wildlife	  Ac:on	  Plans	  
 Expands	  Stakeholder	  Involvement	  
  Strategic	  and	  Comprehensive	  
  State-‐based	  Collaborative	  Implementation	  
  Focuses	  Conservation	  Programs	  
 Builds	  on	  NA	  Model	  Foundation	  
 Achieves	  vision	  of	  conservation	  pioneers	  
 Maintains	  State	  leadership	  
 Expands	  boundaries	  (bigger	  tent)	  



Do	  Herps	  Fall	  Within	  the	  NA	  
Model?	  

 YES,	  but……..	  
  Social,	  Institutional,	  and	  Cultural	  barriers	  inhibit	  full	  
embrace	  

 Closing	  the	  Gap	  requires:	  
  Broad-‐based	  non-‐user-‐pay	  funding	  –	  State	  and	  Federal	  
  Greater	  public	  awareness	  and	  appreciation	  
  Furthering	  the	  partnerships	  (e.g.,	  PARC)	  
  Trusteeship	  in	  governance	  



Herps	  and	  the	  NA	  Model:	  
What’s	  Missing?	  

 Vested	  Self-‐Interest	  and	  Passion	  



Herps	  and	  Humans:	  
The	  Unity	  of	  Life	  


