QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
Range-wide Indiana Bat Protection and Enhancement Plan Guidelines

. What are the benefits of implementing this guidance document? The Fish and
Wildlife Service’s 1996 Biological Opinion requires that the FWS work with state
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act regulatory authorities and Office of
Surface Mining to develop species-specific protective measures to minimize
adverse impacts to threatened and endangered species. These guidelines
accomplish that goal and give SMCRA applicants a suite of consistent protective
measures that they can apply when encountering the Indiana bat and its critical
habitat where coal mining is proposed. These guidelines reflect the best science,
based upon the latest knowledge about the behavior of the Indiana bat across its
range, and provide reasonable and prudent measures that coal mining operations
can take to avoid “jeopardy” of the bat during mining, thus minimizing “incidental
take” or death of bats caused by mining activities. Application of these measures is
consistent with the purpose of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) to stem further
decline of this species. .

Doesn’t this guidance represent de facto rulemaking? No. When encountering
the bat and critical habitat, a coal-mining applicant must develop measures to
comply with the ESA. This technical guidance is a compendium of known effective
practices to protect the bat that could help satisfy that requirement. There is no
requirement that mining applications include these optional measures. Applicants
can propose to substitute other measures, provided they produce similar results.
Since a permit cannot be issued without suitable protective measures, the guidelines
were developed to assist the applicant and regulatory agencies in ESA compliance.

. Will use of this guidance speed the process of mining? No, it has no effect on
the rate of coal mining. It does, however, provide greater certainty that, if the
techniques included in the guidance are used, coal mining applicants can receive
ESA clearances from FWS that are required as part of SMCRA and Clean Water
Act permitting.

. Will application of these guidelines help recovery of the Indiana bat? While
avoidance and minimization measures are not required to contribute to the recovery
of the species, they can, in some cases, benefit recovery. Where measures result in
conservation of important habitats, the species may be protected from potential
impacts from activities other than mining.

. Was White-Nose Syndrome (WNS) considered in developing these guidelines?
These guidelines were developed specifically to address impacts to the Indiana bat
from mining; the avoidance and minimization measures included in the guidelines
do not address the impacts from WNS. Because consultation will continue to occur,
the FWS and state regulatory agencies will consider new information in developing
site-specific avoidance and minimization measures.
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How will WNS affect implementation of these guidelines? The FWS will
continue to review mining applications before permits are issued. If application of
measures in these guidelines are not appropriate because of site-specific
circumstances (including the close proximity of infected colonies), the FWS will
work with applicants, state regulatory authorities and OSM to develop additional or
other measures to ensure adequate protection of Indiana bats.

Why do these guidelines require measures to protect bats that are 10 miles
away? Isn’t that overly conservative? Studies of the bat have shown that they
routinely travel 10 miles from their winter hibernacula while foraging during the
fall. For smaller hibernating populations, the bats may or may not travel 10 miles,
depending on the availability and amount of suitable habitat. Thus, if adequate data
about hibernacula is not available for a particular proposed mine site, a conservative
approach is warranted to ensure protection.

Is this the first time a Protection and Enhancement Plan has been developed?
No, this is programmatic guidance. PEPs have been developed for Indiana bats and
other species before on a permit-specific basis. This is the first range-wide
protection and enhancement plan created since the 1996 BO.

Why was it developed? Industry perceived inconsistent practices from state to
state where very similar habitat conditions existed. These guidelines will help to
ensure consistency, protection of the species, and meet the intent of the 1996
Biological Opinion.

Can more be done? This agreement may serve as a model for other threatened and
endangered species that exist in multiple states, for instance certain dace, mussels,
etc. Other species are addressed at regional or local scales; few, if any other
endangered or threatened species range throughout the midwestern and eastern coal
mining regions.

How can the FWS require offsite conservation agreements to preserve bat
habitat in perpetuity? Off-site mitigation is not a requirement. It is an option that
can be used if scheduling or other requirements prevent implementation of short- or
long-term habitat replacement measures. For instance, if a landowner doesn’t want
the 70 percent forest cover required by the plan, an applicant can provide an
easement on suitable habitat outside the project area. The guidelines do not include
permanent protection of onsite, reforested areas because, after restoration, these
lands are not expected to undergo appreciable land use changes.

Who developed this plan? The guidelines are the product of State and Federal
government collaboration and partnerships among three FWS Regions and their
field offices; 13 state coal mining regulatory agencies and the Interstate Mining
Compact Commission (representing those states); and two OSM Regions and their
field offices.



13. What happens next? Implementation, training on implementation, monitoring of
implementation.

14. How many Indiana bats are there? The 2007 census estimated the Indiana bat
population in the US at 468,000. This population size is expected to decline as the
effects of white-nose syndrome are manifested throughout the range.

15. As new scientific information is learned, how can it be incorporated into the
document? This document is based on the best known science and current mining
practices presently available. It will be revised as new information is learned.






Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		INBatQAs.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found problems which may prevent the document from being fully accessible.





		Needs manual check: 0



		Passed manually: 0



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 3



		Passed: 27



		Failed: 2







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Skipped		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Skipped		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Failed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Failed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Skipped		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top



