
November 20, 2009 
 
Sam D. Hamilton 
Director, US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
Washington, DC  
 
Via email: sam_hamilton@fws.gov; maureen_spahr@fws.gov
 
Request for a meeting on jaguar policy  
 
Dear Director Hamilton: 
 
Since the 1970s I have worked in public and private sector positions to advance 
conservation of endangered wildlife in the U.S. and abroad. My efforts have included a 
successful petition to the USFWS (1992) for listing the jaguar as endangered in the U.S., 
studies of jaguar habitat suitability in Arizona and New Mexico, participation for more 
than a decade on a state jaguar conservation committee, and published articles on the 
jaguar and carnivore conservation and policy in the West.  I currently direct Life Net 
Nature, a nonprofit wildlife research and conservation organization based in southern 
Arizona.  
 
I would like an opportunity to discuss with you USFWS policy regarding the jaguar. I am 
deeply concerned that the standing decision by the USFWS not to prepare a jaguar 
recovery plan is a major setback for jaguar conservation, establishes a policy precedent 
that could jeopardize other endangered species programs, was made with insufficient 
analysis during a time of unfavorable Washington politics toward endangered species, 
and was premised on the assumption that state conservation efforts would be effective 
(which they have not). The jaguar was listed by the USFWS as a domestically 
endangered species over 12 years ago.  
 
While I am uncertain as to how decisions are made within USFWS on a matter of this 
nature, a discussion of the jaguar issue with you could be beneficial in terms of 
improving U.S. endangered species policy. I am encouraged by policy changes that the 
USFWS is now making to safeguard recovery of the Mexican wolf, and believe that 
policy adjustments on behalf of the jaguar are in order.     
 
Points I would like to consider with you include: 
 

• The apparent incongruence between the jaguar decision (essentially based on an 
argument that jaguars occur predominantly south of the US border) and recovery 
plan programming for a host of other transnational endangered species. It is my 
understanding that until recently the USFWS held the position that the U.S. would 
not rely on other countries to recover endangered species that also occurred within 
our borders (e.g., Masked Bobwhite, Northern Aplomado Falcon, ocelot, Mexican 
wolf, and Sonoran pronghorn).   
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• The issue of jaguar recovery primarily as a policy/science matter rather than a 
legal one. As such, it should be resolved by a policy decision that recognizes the 
merits and benefits of a jaguar recovery program. I am concerned that continued 
litigation on this issue between conservation organizations and the U.S. Interior 
Department will further polarize the conservation community at a time when it 
should unite to address land development challenges and climate change effects 
on ecosystems of the Southwest. Extended and costly litigation hurts public 
confidence in the ability of the USFWS to restore endangered wildlife. (Note: I 
am not in any way involved in the recent lawsuits). 

• A federal recovery plan is needed to provide a science-based framework for 
addressing complex jaguar conservation challenges, such as mitigation for border-
related impediments to jaguar movement between the U.S. and Mexico, impacts 
to habitat corridors related to exurban sprawl, energy development, highway 
construction, and other factors, options for rebuilding jaguar numbers, and 
appropriate jaguar research (the urgent need for research oversight within a 
recovery plan framework is evident from the tragic capture-related death of the 
jaguar known as “Macho B” in Arizona earlier this year). 

• The U.S., long a world leader in wildlife conservation, has the institutional, 
scientific, and law enforcement capabilities to recover the jaguar. The future of 
the jaguar is in doubt elsewhere within its global range because of heavy poaching 
and expanding human populations.  

• American leadership in species recovery would be a boost to the broader 
community of nations that still have jaguars and want to conserve them. Our 
recovery program could be an exemplary, innovative, and shared effort with 
Mexico, as jaguars here and in nearby Sonora belong to the same critically 
imperiled northern population. 

• Jaguars historically ranged more widely in the U.S. than the borderlands of the 
U.S. Southwest and Mexico. The species is a remarkable member of our original 
suite of native wild carnivores. It is an asset to the nation’s biodiversity and to a 
host of wildlife-related values that are well-established in our country. 

• Under a federal recovery program, the jaguar may reclaim part of its recent range 
and potentially part of its earlier range northward (the jaguar species developed in 
North America over a period of some 700,000 years, prior to setbacks that it and 
other species [e.g., puma] sustained during the Pleistocene extinctions and later 
during European settlement).  For other endangered species (e.g., gray wolf), the 
USFWS has recovery programs to remedy gaps in, and extend, geographic range. 

 
Thank you for considering my request for a meeting with you on jaguar policy. I look 
forward to your reply. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Tony Povilitis 
 
Tony Povilitis, Ph.D. 
Life Net Nature 



6423 South Bascom Trail 
Willcox, AZ 85643 
Cell: 406-600-4903 
Email: tpovilitis@lifenetnature.org
 
Cc: Maureen Spahr, Special Assistant to the USFWS Director 
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