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Background 

· Formed: 2004 

· Geography: Maine to Georgia 

· Purpose: Formed because there is a large 
scale need to focus on brook trout declines 
that are primarily caused by habitat 
degradation.  

· Partners: State Fish and Wildlife Agencies; 
Federal Natural Resource Agencies; 
Conservation NGOs & Academic 
institutions. 

· Goal: Conserve, enhance and restore 
brook trout populations that have been 
impacted by habitat modification, or other 
threats and disturbances (primary);  

· Vision: Healthy, fishable brook trout 
populations throughout historic range. 

· Types of Projects: Fish passage, non-native 
species removal, riparian restoration, etc. 



Limiting Factors 
·The primary threats to eastern 

brook trout are: 
·Poor land management,  

·High water temperature,  

·Sedimentation (e.g. roads)  

·Non-native fish species,  

·Urbanization,  

·Riparian habitat (degradation),  

·Stream fragmentation (roads), 

·Dams 
(inundation/fragmentation),  

·Forestry practices   

*Threats information based on professional 
opinion of regional experts. 



     Habitat Assessment 
· What are your habitat assessment efforts 

to-date?  

· Evaluated 11,400 subwatersheds to 
determine the strength of brook trout 
populations.  

· Collected existing electronic data on brook 
trout populations from state and federal 
agencies in 17 states.  

· Met personally with fisheries biologists to 
review and classify each individual 
subwatershed.  

· Used a consistent classification method 
based on the percentage of historically 
occupied habitat still maintaining self 
reproducing populations of brook trout.  

· Used expert knowledge to list the greatest 
local threats to wild, self-reproducing 
brook trout and their habitat. 

 

 



Habitat Assessment 

· How do these build on/relate to/differ 
from the national framework?  

· The assessment data indicates brook trout 
decline across their range, but the data 
also offers hope for restoration and 
recovery in many areas.  

· Strong, healthy subwatersheds  are rare.  

· The majority of these intact subwatersheds 
are located in Maine, New Hampshire, New 
York, Vermont and Virginia. Pennsylvania, 

· (+) Shows how literature, data and expert 
knowledge and modeling can begin to help 
ŀƴǎǿŜǊƛƴƎ άŦƛǎƘέ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ-the ground. 

· όҟύ No spatially explicit threat or 
vulnerability assessment 

 



    Habitat Assessment 

·What does your assessment 
not capture or address 
among these?  

·One threat to eastern brook 
trout that is not addressed 
by the national assessment 
is the presence of other 
competing trout species 
(brown trout and rainbow 
trout) -> non-native species 
competing for the same 
space as native species. 

 

 
 

 



Implementation 

· How does your assessment inform 
implementation?  

· Findings serve as the foundation for the 
development of the vision, goals, 
objectives, strategies, procedures, and 
guidelines contained within the EBTJV 
Conservation Strategy.  

· Structure results in a focused, technically 
credible, publicly accountable program 
linking EBTJV projects to specific 
objectives so funding will be effectively 
utilized.  

· This report also focuses on strategic 
planning to develop partnerships and 
secure funding and focus range-wide goals 
and objectives down to the state and local 
levels.  



Implementation 

· How does your habitat assessment inform 
work with neighboring partnerships?  

· There was limited collaboration with the 
overlapping/ adjoining FHPs.   

· Lots of partnerships forged with NGCs, 
local communities and groups to 
implement habitat restoration projects.  

· Example, Raven Cliffs Falls Watershed was 
protected through fee simple purchases by 
South Carolina Dept. of Natural Resources 
and Department of Parks, Recreation & 
Tourism.  

· However, as FHPs, increasingly, get their 
feet on the ground, there will be greater 
emphasis on reaching out and 
collaborating with other FHPs. 

 



      Background 
· Formed: 2001 

· Geography: Virginia to Texas 

· Purpose:. With partners, protect, conserve 
and restore the unique aquatic resources 
and habitats throughout the southeast for 
the continuing benefit, use and enjoyment 
of the American people. 

· Partners: State fish & wildlife agencies, 
interstate commissions, federal natural 
resource agencies, Non-governmental 
organizations, and private industry.  

· Vision: Cooperative conservation of 
southeastern streams, rivers, lakes and 
reservoirs, estuaries, and coastal marine 
habitats to support fish and aquatic 
resources, and sustainable public use. 

· Types of Projects: shoreline & streambank 
restoration, benthic habitat restoration, 
fish passage, non-native species removal, 
etc. 



            Limiting Factors 

· What critical factors have you identified 
as limiting to healthy aquatic habitat and 
self-sustaining fisheries? 

· SARP captured data from the member 
ǎǘŀǘŜǎΩ Comprehensive Wildlife 
Conservation Strategies (CWCS) cnd 
compiled a database of information related 
to aquatic habitats & species 

· Limiting factors or threats include: 

· Degraded Riparian Areas  

· Impaired Water Quality 

· Reduced Watershed Connectivity 

· Altered Hydrologic Integrity 

· Altered Sediment Flows 

· Degraded Physical Habitats 

· Invasive Species  

· Impaired Estuarine & Marine Habitat 
Condition 

 



                  Habitat Assessment 

·What are your habitat 
assessment efforts to-date?  

·Imperiled Species Assessment 

·Riparian Habitat Assessment 

·Instream Flow/Hydro 
Alteration 

·Raw data and maps to be made 
available using Internet 
Mapping software. 

·Idea for ALL assessment maps 
is to use results of tabular data 
linked to HUC8 for easy use. 



                Habitat Assessment 

·How do these build on/relate 
to/differ from the national 
framework?  

·Complement National Fish Habitat 
Assessment 

· (+) Includes watershed condition 
metrics 

· (+) Improves existing or 
developing models 

·όҟύ Include Species of Greatest 
Conservation Need (SGCN) from 
state CWCS.  

·όҟύ Riparian assessment not 
included in national assessment 

·όҟύ Includes restoration potential 
(riparian) 

 



            Implementation 

· How does your assessment inform 
implementation?  

· Riparian Assessment Example 

· If we ultimately want 85% of the entire 
landscape (Objective #1), then the places 
in green already meet this goal since they 
are surrounded by at least 85% 
undisturbed land cover types.   

· By working in the yellow or red areas, we 
are moving their land cover types closer to 
the 85% mark.   

· Once the data is analyzed to create 
biological response curves, we can better 
ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ŀ άŘƛǎǘǳǊōŜŘέ ƭŀƴŘ ŎƻǾŜǊ 
type is in different parts of the region.   

Assessed Rivers or Streams

Percent Disturbed Land Cover

0% - 15%

15.1% - 22%

22.1% - 100%



         Implementation 

· How does your assessment inform 
your work with neighboring 
partnerships?  

· Plans available for use by SARP 
partners, biologists and others. 

· Helps coordinate conservation 
planning and prioritizing projects 
for funding.  

· Explicitly linked to meeting SARP 
plan objectives (e.g. riparian 
assessment) 

 

 



           Implementation 

· How do you (do you) talk to each other?  

· SARP hired its first Communications 
Coordinator.   

· SARP revitalized its Communications & 
Outreach Committee.   

· Cross pollination of FHP committees (SARP 
and ACFHP) 

· Actively participating in NFHAP and South 
Atlantic LCC Communications Committees. 

· SARP improved the usability and 
functionality of its website.  

· Doubled the distribution of quarterly 
newsletter by expanding the email 
distribution list. 

· SARP conducted outreach at a variety of 
events, reaching diverse audiences. (e.g. 
Southeast Watershed Forum Development 
Workshop, River Rally, etc.) 



Background 
· Formed: 2007 

· Geography:  Maine to the Florida Keys  

· Inland Extent: Headwaters of coastal rivers; 
Marine Extent: Offshore to the edge of the 
continental shelf 

· Purpose:  !ŎŎŜƭŜǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΧ ƻŦ 
habitat for native Atlantic coastal, estuarine-
dependent, and diadromous fishes through 
partnerships between federal, tribal, state, local, 
and other entities. 

· Partners: Over Fish and Wildlife Agencies; 
Federal Natural Resource Agencies; Conservation 
NGOs, and the Houlton Band of Maliseet 
Indians. 

· Vision: Healthy, thriving habitats of sufficient 
quantity and quality to support all life stages of 
Atlantic coastal, estuarine-dependent, and 
diadromous fishes 

· Types of Projects: fish passage, invasive removal, 
habitat enhancement, eel grass protection, salt 
marsh restoration   



            Limiting Factors 
·What critical factors have you 

identified as limiting to healthy 
aquatic habitat and self-sustaining 
fisheries? 

· The Partnership has identified Priority 
threats that are currently impacting 
habitats along the Atlantic coast 
through several rounds of expert 
review and analysis of existing data 
and literature.  

· Threats that impact important 
spawning and nursery habitats are of 
particular concern.  

· ACFHP priority threats are verified by 
the results of the Assessment of 
Existing Information on Atlantic 
Coastal Fish Habitats.  

Goose Creek Dam, South Carolina 


