
 

 

July 18, 2017 

Dear Representative: 

This Wednesday, the House Committee on Natural Resources is holding a legislative 

hearing on several bills, including H.R. 424, H.R. 717, and H.R. 1274. Together, 

these legislative proposals threaten the important role of science in implementing the 

Endangered Species Act and allow for politics to intrude into decisions about which 

species need protection. The Union of Concerned Scientists, representing more than 

500,000 members and supporters across the country, urges you to oppose these bills 

as they are intended to undermine our nation’s most effective science-based laws for 

protecting imperiled species on the brink of extinction.  

H.R. 424, the so-called Gray Wolf State Management Act, arbitrarily blocks federal 

Endangered Species Act protections for gray wolves in the Great Lakes states and 

Wyoming. The misguided bill would ignore the Endangered Species Act’s science-

based decision-making process and remove existing protections for gray wolves in 

the Midwest. Particularly egregious is the provision that would prohibit any judicial 

review of Congress’s decision to remove science-based protections for gray wolves, 

eliminating any opportunity for the scientific community and the public to weigh in 

in the future. Legislative delisting measures like this only undermine scientific 

determinations that underpin the success of the Endangered Species Act and set a 

dangerous precedent for other vulnerable species. 

H.R. 717, the misleadingly named Listing Reform Act, allows decision-makers to put 

economic impacts, which can easily be tampered with, above best available scientific 

evidence. The decision to protect a threatened species would be overruled by 

economic considerations directly contrary to the goal of the act. The legislation goes 

one step farther by preventing the Department of Interior and the Department of 

Commerce from reconsidering the decision to not protect threatened wildlife unless 

there is new analysis showing that the species can be protected without having any of 

the aforementioned economic impacts.   

H.R. 1274, the deceptively named State, Tribal, and Local Species Transparency and 

Recovery Act, would undermine the Endangered Species Act’s science-based 

determination process by prioritizing any information provided by states, tribes, or 

counties to constitute “best available science” regardless of the scientific merit of that 

information. However, the Endangered Species Act already requires federal 

cooperation with state wildlife managers and local officials. In addition, decisions to 

list or delist a species are already required to use the best available science, which of 



course can include state, tribal, and local scientific studies when they are conducted 

in accordance with well-established scientific standards. Best available science is not 

something that can be determined based on region or state borders. It is a culmination 

of the efforts undertaken by scientists and wildlife experts at the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service, where they conduct 

studies, gather data and other information from the scientific community and the 

public, including collaboration with state, local, and tribal governments and industry, 

and then make a determination based on the best available science. 

In addition to these three bills, we also stand in solidarity with our partner 

organizations in opposition to H.R. 2603 and H.R. 3131. Combined with these three 

anti-science bills, both of these proposals attempt to substitute politics for scientific 

judgment and make it harder for the public to engage in wildlife stewardship. We 

urge you to oppose all five of these ill-informed pieces of legislation that 

undermine our nation’s most effective science-based conservation law, the 

Endangered Species Act. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Andrew A. Rosenberg, Ph.D. 

Director, Center for Science and Democracy 

Union of Concerned Scientists 


