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Introduction

•Petition received June 26, 2018

•Petitioners are Cascadia Wildlands, the Center 
for Biological Diversity, Defenders of Wildlife, 
Environmental Protection Information Center, 
Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands Center, and Oregon 
Wild

•Petition requests that the Humboldt marten be 
listed as endangered under the Oregon 
Endangered Species Act (OESA)
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Presentation Outline

•Distribution
•Federal Classification
•Petition Process and Requirements
•ODFW Review of Petition
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Historical Distribution

• North American marten 
recently (2012) split into two 
species: American marten and 
Pacific marten (Oregon)

• Historically Oregon Coast and 
Cascade Ranges considered 
same subspecies 

• Two subspecies in Oregon until  
samples of coastal marten 
determined to be Humboldt 
marten (2009)

• Recent publications now 
assume full historical coastal 
range to be Humboldt marten

Zielinski et al. 2001
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Recent Genetics (Schwartz et al. 2016*)

Mitochondrial DNA Nuclear DNA (2 Populations) Nuclear DNA (3 Populations)
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Federal Classification
•2010 Petition for Listing under Federal ESA

•April 2015 USFWS determined DPS “not warranted 
at this time”

•Lawsuit challenged determination

•March 2017 Judge ruled USFWS to reconsider 12 
month finding

•USFWS status review to be completed by October, 
2018
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Oregon Classification

•Marten are classified as a furbearer 

•Pacific marten on Oregon Sensitive Species list 
(OAR 635-100-0040(2))

•American marten is an Oregon Conservation Strategy 
Species:

•Special Needs
•Limiting Factors
•Data Gaps
•Conservation Actions
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Oregon ESA
•ODFW maintains a list of threatened and 
endangered species under authority of Oregon 
ESA (ORS 496.172(2))

•Administrative rules (OAR 635-100-0100 to 0130) 
provide process and criteria for listing, 
reclassifying, and delisting species
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Oregon ESA Petition Process
• Any person may petition the Commission to list, reclassify, 

or remove wildlife species from the Oregon ESA list

• Requirements for submitting petitions are established by 
ORS 496.176(5) and OAR 635-100-0110

• Petitions must include information on the action sought 
and documented substantial scientific evidence to support 
the requested action

• Following receipt of a petition, the Commission has:
• 10 working days to acknowledge receipt
• 90 days to advise the petitioner whether the petition presents 

substantial scientific evidence to justify proceeding with 
consideration of the requested action
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Basis for Commission Decision

Substantial scientific evidence 
“that quantum of best available documented 
information or evidence that a reasonable person 
would accept as adequate to support a conclusion. 
This includes information or evidence that may not 
have been reviewed by a scientific review panel, but 
that the department considers scientifically reliable 
(OAR 635-100-0100(12))”
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Required Petition Components
• Common and scientific names

• Threats to habitat and distribution

• Species’ historical and present distribution

• Changes in habitat or population, and the reasons why

• Land use practices affecting species or its habitat

• Measures that have been or could be taken to alleviate a 
reduction in habitat or population

• Threats to the reproductive potential of the species

• Present population status

• Other natural or human-related factors

Pursuant to OAR 635-100-0110(2)
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Commission Options
• Commission can accept Petition if petition requirements 

are met and Petition provides substantial scientific 
evidence to justify the requested action

• Initiate rulemaking process including a status review
• Final determination on whether listing is warranted would be due 

by June 26, 2019

• Commission can deny Petition if petition requirements are 
not met or the scientific evidence provided in Petition is 
not adequate to justify the requested action 

Pursuant to OAR 635-100-0110(2) 12



ODFW Review of Petition
Substantial Scientific Evidence
1. Most Oregon survey findings are presented
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Pre-1980 
Locations

1980-2013 
Locations

Slauson and Zelinski 2007*
Slauson et al. In Press
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2014-20151980-2013 2015
Moriarty et al 2018*Moriarty et al 2016
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ODFW Review of Petition (cont.)

Substantial Scientific Evidence
1. Most Oregon survey findings are presented

2. Only one project estimated marten populations within 
their study area that was within the Oregon Dunes 
National Recreation Area (4% of minimum range based on 
detections)

3. Across the Oregon range, no population estimates or 
trends, changes in populations, or indications of loss of 
reproductive potential were provided
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Draft 
USFWS 
Scientific 
Species 
Assessment 
(SSA)*

Humboldt marten 
Extant Population 
Areas (EPA) in Slauson
et al. (In Press)
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155 mi2

934 mi2

Draft 
USFWS 
Scientific 
Species 
Assessment 
(SSA)*
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ODFW Review of Petition (cont.)

4.Potential threats to marten and habitats were included 
but not specific to threats in Oregon

5.Petition ambiguity due to diverse landscapes occupied by 
Humboldt marten in Oregon

6.Limited science available on Humboldt marten in Oregon

7. Majority of Humboldt marten science presented in 
Petition comes from California 

8.Petition uses information on American marten and other 
subspecies of Pacific marten
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ODFW Review of Petition (cont.)

American Marten
Andruskiw et al. 2008 (Ontario)
Broquet et al. 2006 (Ontario)
Hodgman et al. 1997 (Maine)
Johnson et al. 2009 (Ontario)
McCann et al. 2010 (Wisconsin)
Phillips 1994 (Maine)

Other Pacific Marten
Bull and Heater 2001 (Northeast Oregon)
Dawson and Cook 2012 (North America)
Dawson et al. 2017 (Alaska)
Moriarty et al. 2016b (Sierra Nevada)
Pauli et al. 2012 (Alaska/British Columbia)

Humboldt Marten
Linnell et al. 2018 (Oregon)
Moriarty et al. 2016a (Oregon)
Schwartz and Pilgrim 2017 (CA/OR/WA)
Slauson et al. 2009a (CA/OR)
Slauson et al. 2009b (California)
Slauson et al. 2014 (California)
Slauson et al. (In Press) (CA/OR)

Marten information presented in Petition
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ODFW Review of Petition (cont.)

9.Materials recognize limited Oregon information and 
acknowledge the limitations of extrapolating California 
findings to Oregon

• Slauson et al. (In Press) refrained from conducting a threats 
assessment or estimating recovery areas and connectivity areas in 
Oregon due to limited information

10.OESA Definition of Species, ORS 496.171 (3):
• “Species” means any group or population of wildlife that 

interbreeds and is substantially reproductively isolated

• “Substantially reproductively isolated” is not addressed in petition 
or supported by genetics showing signs of genetic mixing between 
coastal and Cascades populations
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ODFW Review of Petition
Summary
• As a Strategy Species, marten is a focus for conservation efforts, 

the Department is working to address identified needs

• Commission action in August directed Department to evaluate 
potential threats

• The Department does not believe the Petition provides 
sufficient scientific evidence to meet criteria

• Regarding Humboldt marten in Oregon, no evidence is provided 
showing a population decline or reduction in range

• The Department recommends the Commission deny the 
petition
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Questions?
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