The 21t Century Crossroads in

Conservation Funding I

YOUR LOGO HERE

Question: Can the historic model of fish and
wildlife conservation support and sustain
programs heeded in the future?



Can the historic model of fish and
wildlife conservation support and
sustain programs needed in the

future?

NO!

The philosophy and principles of the North
American Model of Conservation are sound and
sustainable, but...

the funding mechanism is inadequate




Conservation has been carried on the
backs of hunters and anglers

'AMERICAN SPORTSMEN

and the Origins of Conservation

"The conservation of natural
resources Is the fundamental
problem. Unless we solve that
problem it will avail us little to
solve all others."”

-President Theodore Roosevelt
October 12, 1907
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..But this model for funding conservation is no
longer adequate to meet all of the critical fish
and wildlife needs...

..and ensure a conservation
legacy rich in tradition.




So What: is Changing?

iHealthy and akundant fishrand wildlifie— Increasing
number of threats to all species, game and nen-game.

Hunters and anglers — Serious decline in numbers Is
affecting traditional sources of funds.

Supportive public — People are becoming indifferent
to or detached from nature; passing of the “Boomers”
and the differing values of the next generations.



fHealihy, and-abundani: 1154 and - wildlife: —ncreasing,
number of threats fo all species, game and non-qgame.

List Your Threats Here

EXAMPLES

Loss of habitat to urbanization

lIVasive Species

Fish and wildlife health and disease ISSUES
Nuoisance wildlife — human/wildlife conflicts
Waiter gquality anc guanitity,

Gloeal climate change — potential Impacts



Hunters and anglers, — Serious, decline in numbers is
affecting traditional sources of funds.

Show Your State Numbers Here
SEE FOLLOWING EXAMPLES



Hunters Nationwide
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Hunters as a Percentage of U.S. Population
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The Impact on Conservation

State Hunting License Revenue Trends
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The Funding Gap:
Traditional funding cannot keep pace

Maintaining Current Service Levels with Consumer Price
Indexed Inflation and Declining Participation
FISHING

2,600,000

$ 125,000,000 Current Level of
Service

Cost of service 2,400,000
with CP1

$ 105,000,000 e P grticipation
2,200,000

$85,000,000 B 2,000,000

$65,000,000 1800,000

g
8

1600,000

$45,000,000

1400,000

$25,000,000
1200,000

$5,000,000 - 1,000,000

Minnesota Example



Increasing costs per license-holder

Cost per Angler

Minnesota Example



The Funding Gap:
Traditional funding cannot keep pace

Maintaining Current Service Levels with Consumer Price
Indexed Inflation and Declining Participation
HUNTING

Current Level of
$75,000,000 Service 850,000

e Cost of service

with CP1
800,000

$65,000,000 e P articipation
750,000

$55,000,000
700,000

$45,000,000 A A 650,000

600,000

siuedioled

$35,000,000

550,000
$25,000,000

500,000

$15,000,000
450,000

$5,000,000 - — 400,000

Minnesota Example



Increasing costs per license-holder

Cost per Hunter

$140.00

$120.00

Minnesota Example



Deer hunter age structure in Wisconsin
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The percentage of licenses sold to residents in urban areas is shrinking.

- Southwick and Associates

2004 Population vs. Participation
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FIREARMS DEER PERMIT HOLDERS-2000

Missouri Projection Based on 2000-2005 Trends
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FIREARMS DEER PERMIT HOLDERS-2030

Missouri Projection Based on 2000-2005 Trends INEEN)
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Supporitive public — People are becoming indifferent fo or
defached from nature; passing of the “Boomers' and the
differing values of the next generations.

Show Your State Examples Here
SEE FOLLOWING EXAMPLE SLIDES

Computers and video games

Urbanization

Cultural diversity, trends, and related values
Cultural trends

Time available



SAVING OUR
CHILDREN
FROM
NATURE-
1DE F1CIRE
DISORDER




Becoming more urbanized

Figure 1.

The Percent of Population (All Ages) i 41" Generation removed

Dhata from U5, Census Bureau
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"You begin to believe that your water comes from the faucet, gas comes from the gas
pump, your heat comes from the stove, your food comes from the store”. - Cal Dewitt




Getiiing bigger...

Translates in pressure on ecosystem
services,

loss of habitat, user
conflict...

Can the resources of the U.S.
handle all 300 million of us?

American No. 300
million will be born
this week, and experts
say how we live is more
important than ever.

By STEPHEN OHLEMACHER
Associated Press

WASHINGTON — America’s
pnpulzmon is on track to hit
sd

among en\rimrlmenu 5
People in the United States

are consuming more than ever

— more fnod more energy,

b[_ldl_l:‘ are sh
in many are g

But some emem argue that
population growth only partly
explains America’s growing
consumption. Just as impor-
tant, they say, is where people
live, what they drive and how
far they travel to work.

“The paitern of population
growth is really the most cru-
cial thing,” said Michael Replo-
gle, transportation ctor for
Environmental Defense, a New
York-based advocacy group.

the population grows in
thriving existing communities,
restoring the historic density of
nldcr communities, we can eas-

/ sustain that g‘mwth and

omy without sacrificing the en-
vironment," Replogle said.
That has not been the Amer-
ican way. Instead, the country
its appetite for big
, big yards, cul-de-
p malls. In a word:

“Because the .S, has be-
come a suburban nation,

How we've changed

America's population is
scheduled to reach 300 million
at 7:46 a.m. EDT Tuesday. It hit
200 million in 1967. A look at
how the UL.S. has changed in
39 years:

Then Now

U.S. population (millions)

200 300
World population (billions)

3.5 6.5
U.5. life expectancy ;yegrs)
U.S. households (millions)

59 113
Price of a new home (dollars)

24,600 290,600
Home ownership rate

63.6 68.9
People per square mile

84

People per household

33 26
One-person households
(percent)

15.5 26.6
Five-person households
(percent)

10.6 6.3

Number of farms (millions)
32 21

Registered motor vehicles
(millions)
98.9 237.2
Vehicle miles traveled (trillions)
11
Traffic fatalities
51,559 42,643

SOURCES: Census Bureau;
Federal Highway
Administration; Department of
Agriculture

people per square mile
Japan.

in

quite low,” said Carlos Res-
trepo, a research scientist at
New York University. “It tends
to be than it is for someone
who lives in the suburbs with a
big house where they need
more than one car.”

The Census Bureau projects
that America's popul'mon will
hit 300 million at 7
Tuesday, Tl

ths and net immigration
d up to one new Amer-

egal 'mejgrams in
the U.S ed in official
population nates, though
many demographers believe
they are undercounted.

The population reached its
last milestone, 200 million, in
1967. That translates into a 50
percent increase in 39 years.

ly mplr d.

‘Heating and cooling’

The average household size
has shrunk from 3.3 people to
2.6 people, and the share of
households with only one per-
son has jumped from less than
16 nt to about 27 percent.

he natural urce base
that is required to support each
person keeps rising,” Replogle
said. “We're heating and cool-
ing more space, and the hous-
ing units are more spread out
than ever before.”

The U.S. is the third-largest
country in the world,

China and India. The U

fastest growing of the industri-
alized nations, adding about 2.8
million people a year, or just
less than 1 percent. India is




2.4 p opulation in 2000.
nt of the population by 2020.
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“People aged 65 and olde :

They will make up 16.3 per
In 2030 nearly 1 and 5 Americans will be 65 and olde

As seen on PBS’s Now with Bill Moyers and
CBS News Sunday Morning

One of Barzons 25 Best Books of 2004

A Forbes.com Top Ten Business Book for 2004

LAURENCE J. KOTLIKOFF AND SCOTT BURNS
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State Journal



5-Year Age Group Pyramid by Sex, Wisconsin, 2010 Projection
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How will age structure impact
agricultural land, land use and
ownership patterns?

ECONOMIC SNAPSHOT

Principal farm operators
approaching retirement age

In 2002, Dane and Sauk counties had a higher
percentage of principal farm operators age 55
and over, compared to other top agriculture-
producing counties in the state. As these farm
operators approach retirement, many farmers
could be presented the opportunity to sell their

land, potentially for uses other than agriculture. .
Farmmg and

Percent of principal farm the costof

County operators age 55 and over, 2002 _ fp_e_trpl'feum-
Dane

Economic Snapshot
Clark . . is a weekly feature
o ; o provided bythe  °
. Dodge Center for

Marathon : Community and
Economic Develop-

Sauk i a : i ment, University

. of Wisconsin-
State avg. . 5 Eltaaa
SOURCES: 2002 Agricultural Census

Additional statistics are available at http:/fwwwinass.usda.goviCensus_of Agriculture
QUESTIONS: Contact Matt Kures, Center for

uw -
Community and Economic Development, University Ex‘r%'on

of Wisconson Extension at matthew.kures@uwex.edu.
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Human population is becoming more diverse

o i AT

Minority hiring
in Madison schools

The percentage of minerity
employess in the Madison Schaol
Dietrict hag grown from 5.8
percent of the workforce in 15987
to 126 percent this year, bt sHUT
fags far befilnd the percentage of
minowity stidenty.:

Percantage of minority
adminlstrators, teachers
and student

1987 W 2005

._-_' i E I-. i:l'ﬁ_Jll
fow 158 L o
o e
Admin,  Teachers  Students
TOURIE: Wi Srhoend iDerict
Snane Josmal



The future stewards of our natural
resources will be more diverse

Sunday, April 16, 2006 ® A11

Demographic differences, by age

People living in the Madison School District who are younger

than age 18 are much more likely to be racial minorities than
the population as a whole.

TOTAL '~ 2000 data, . UNDER AGE 18
POPULATION the most recent POPULATION
year available .

81.0% White 66.4%
6.1% Black 12.2%
4.8% Hispanic 7.7%
5.6% Asian 7.6%

25% Other 6.1% e BT
217,677 people 39,199 children

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics : State Journal




What is the Cause of These Changes?

o e
» Social .. Social Trmd: —
» llechnological L“ J s ﬂ' '
» Environmental
» Economic

“Everything is hitched to everything else in the universe”
- John Muir



The Funding Chasm

» While it has served us well, the traditional model of
funding conservation will not sustain current
programs.

» If's inevitable that our license base will shrink, and
too, related revenue.

» It's an economic fact the cost of conservation will
increase in the future.

» The need for conservation is greater today than ever
before.



We've reaching the “Tipping Point”

How will we fulfill our conservation
responsibilities and who will pay?




The Case for a Dedicated
Tnvestment: in Conservation

Think about these statements — are they true or false?

“Our existence, our health, our economy, our quality
of life, our country, and our national security are, in
the end, all subsidiaries of our natural resources.™

“Protecting, conserving and passing on our natural resources
to the next generation is a moral obligation.”

"We can live without the ecosystem services
provided by our natural resources.”



The Case for a Dedicated
Tnvestment in Conservation

What would it cost society in terms of future
taxes to replace the ecologicall services we geft
for free from the environment today?

How much would we be willing to pay for a
bottle of water or clean air to breathe?

We shouldn't have to ask these question!!



Our natural resources are public resources -
held in trust by the state for the
benefit of all citizens

Conservation requires a perpetual commitment
across generations

Everyone benefits from conservation;
therefore, all citizens should contribute in a
small way



Therefore,

It is critical that we make
conservation of our wildlife,
forests, fish, soil, and water the
investment of choice

Begin Your Pitch for Dedicated Funding Here
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