
Sonoran Pronqhürn ~\nLoLopc Recovery Team
Mintitoi~of~Uw January 15, 1987 Moatinq

The •Janu~iry13, 1987 meeting of l~ho Sonor~in Pronghorn
1~flto].opi~ RUL’ovory Tt~an1 was c~L1ed Lo order at iO:OO A.M. at: 1,uk~
Air Force B~so Ari.z~na (at.tondat~iu ro~Lor providc~d).

Introductioru~ wo~omade and a short di~icu-q~ion o[ tho last
meeting and minutes wore pro~ontod by Richard Rornington to~itn
thade r.

Th:ls meoting of Lha flocovory To~rn was called to discuss Lwo
ttom$. ‘ithoso Lopie~aro (1) ~ Rc~prn1 on ~ho Sonoran
Pronghorn 1~ntetope Study, where do we go now and (2) Draft rna.9ter
piar~f~u~fluenos Mr~s Nattonai W~1d1U~Ci~ugG (JW~WR.~and th~
pot~i~t.Lai. for a penned ptopagaLlin project of ~‘morat~ ant~iopeat
)~NWR. Liscust~io’~ ~nd rccui onc1~tton~o~! I;ho R’~eOvOryT~ni f~()r
ttlC3O two ~tQjfl~ (iro Pra8Or1t(:~(.iin ~~I1 below.

(1) pr~t Final Report on Sonoi~rnPronghOrn ~t~tu~ in
~rtzona,

Mr, J~n deVos I~rizon~Game and ~‘IMh Di~par~mi~t~project -
sUp~rv~c~r.w~ -teque~ted - to di.~cus~the ~i~tt~s ~-~• t.h~ study an~
how tIhÔ study had addro~sudobjoctivus. ~mbsu~u~nt ~o £4r.
doVos’s pro~entatiori it wa~~tpparont that~ data on home iango,

~5oriai h~hi~t~ i~,cLi~r
1, mc~rL~i1Ly, ~td t~tI.~i1 LLy h~v~Ls~u~ -

Litiequ ~it~ ly ~c1d ‘3~~d$ - t hats herji~~hç~wn1h~t 1~r~e.1 r~e~rr.hancje o~
8ono~fl ~ojh~n ~ th~U.S. — M~xtc~~)O~k~ Ckr~s nc~
exist, Thero~o~etho U.~3.and Moxico.po~UiàtIon~a~i~ ~ b~-. -

adclrossodcoliecLtvoly although gono~aii.~ie~of~ t~ U.S. -
poputat~ion (5o~sonai habitat preferencesetc.) may ho consi6tarit.

Althouçjh the current: ~tudy has anawurcci many questions on
thQ gunor~’~1.Lif~ hi~iLory of Soncn~npr t~hoi~i~Ll~ R~iuovoryi’ci~i
doon not boliwe that adoqu~od~t~i oxist c:o-rnoot~ ~oc’v~ry noods
as outlined wi.th1~the Sonor~nP~or~cj~iornMtelope Reoovery
Plan. ..Th po~m]~tionestini~t; :o~ the ti .~oxu~raupronghorn
ant~lopc has r~rn~tnedre1.~tIv~.Lyunqhancje~f~r ~tMno ~,O yua1~.
The Dr~fLFinal Roport~as subn~i(~tod 8L~tes uThero is also no
ci~r mowis of incr~asinçJthe po~uJ~’ittcinexcept by h~ihi.tat
protc~ction.” There t~ no clr~fintttv~ o~p1~natior~ of onvtrc~ninonI:~iL
re~it~ta~ic~ which ippx~c~ ~opuiatiorm to t~h~~pp~oxiinaLo1y 100
lndlviduals occurrinJ sinco tho turn oI~ th~ c~tury ovon in tht~
wako of good Lawn ~ui~vivai (at least riurlig th~ y~ir~of Lhi$
3tudy)
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in lieu of this tim concensun of the Recovery Team is that
three specific programs arc needed which will address, in tints,
recovery needs of the Ronoran pronghorn antelope. These
recommendations include $

Ci) Maintenance of radio telemetry collars on a
reprosentativo portion of the population on a range wide basis to
aid in annual surveys. survey efforts prior to this study
produced few antelope observations. To adequately consus
populations telemetry is undoitbodly the most cost—cf fecttve
method. With the completion of the current study no systematic
consusing of the population has been proposed. Without range •

wide census ing there can ho no determination of whether recovery
efforts are being met or if the population is begining to
decline, It is of utmost importance that tho U.S. population be
adequately and annually consused. rha u’s. of radio telemetry
collars over such a wide expanse of habitat ouuplod with problems
of access, lends itsoll extremely well to the use of satellite
telemetry. Not only would maintenance of radio collared
pronghorn provide continuing d~taon movements and produce best C

annual census methods, but it would also allow for further
development ‘in logistics of satellite tracking.

(2) Begin an intensivo inventory of the forage base within
specific pronghorn antelope home ranges. It must be determined
it forage quality within Bonoran antelope annual and seasonal
hcmo ranges provides adequate nutrition to support population .• - •

expansion. Of the environmontal resistance factqrs present
flthin the current dtstrihut Ion of Sonoran pronghurn the quality
of available forage on a seasonal basis can be quantIfied. By
determ~.ning the quality of fcrgeo available to Sonoran pronghorn
versus their caloric needs we can be determine if recovery ‘ -.

ofiortq can be moet within their current distribution, This
study would consist of monitoring two antelope, one with a

• localized home range versus an antelope with a wide home range.
Collections of prefarrnd Farstis withIn :cazaaat tIM.. rut ‘-en.
lee stile. at least 4 ttmcn during the year, preferrably on six
occasions. Forage would be analysed for water content, caloric
value, mineral and ash oontent~ ‘etc. Forage value would be
evaluated based on. literature on the needs of antelope. This

study should qonti~iue for. a minimum of- three- years-. - — — -.

(3) intensive investigations of fawning chronology and
mortality within a localized antelope hen). The specific timing
of ‘fawning; periods of ~reatost fawning mortality and specific
micro habitats used for fawning have not been adequately
described. This study would consist of capturing and radio
collaring six to eight pregnant does within a herd of limited

I, p

I.,

I’

•I • —

I..

—I

‘-‘I

I,

— II II ,‘

• ;.~“

I’

• - ~IIII,

%‘ it_I

‘a— -. - -



1~~’

honie range and wi 1-h gr~ncbraliy free acess (og. Cein~ron Charco
herd) . Vaginal in~orLs wc~uld bu implanted in L~ro~Jnant. iocs
During parturition in �rts would be activated allowing imnrndiata
location of the fawn. Fawns woul.d than he instrumented wich
tel.oiaetry collars and ho c~nsistont1.y monitored during their
first ~iook and periodically aftur. Any mortality could be
npocifical.l.y identified and immudiate access to fawn carcasses
for indepth nocropsy would be possible.

Coupled with this study would he an Jntunswo Invest igat. ton
into the prosenco and impact of pr~(1aLorRwithin antelope
ranges. This study would consist of establishing scat transects

for coyotes and other predators. In addition coyotes and bobcats
would be collected within specific fawning habitat to document
antelope predat ton throughout. fawning months• Bobcats and
prodators will he colioctad for stomach content analysts to
document degree of antelope fawn predation within specific study
areas• Such scat transects and predator collect Ions would be
locatod within antelope fawning habitat and preferably within the
CahezaPriota National. Wildlife 1~ofuge and Organ Pipe Cactus
National Monument for easeof access.

These studios, as outlined, have many significant additional
advantages. Each antolopo captured for any of these studios will.
provide data on standard uloasureinontsand blood can also be taken
to continue disease investigation and subspecies status. T~a~h
Sonoran pronghorn antelope handled adds siçjniflcantly to data
available on this unique siihspeclos.

The s~~condagenda it.om of! this meeting was Involved with
commenting on the Draft: Master Pi.an for Buenos Aires National
~ll~!l!~: ~ Th: :~c~vcry T~ümbeiie~os strongly Limet. dli.
aq~i.labio historic ranges or habitats should be evaluated for
pot;en1-I~i.to support saL~l1ftc populations of Sonoran pronghorn
antelope. The Recovery Team also bo:tieves that propagation of
sonoran pronghorn supportedby individual supplements for the
oxalstinçj population, is the only viablo method of obtaining a
nonulat ton simi 1-~~b1~-~for rd l~I,$-i,rc’ ~‘“‘d~’ tc:~s
i.nvostigating the potential. of Lfm.~ ThAiiWk to support pronghorn
should have representation from the sonoran Pronghorn Antelope
Recovery Team. A separate letter was forwarded to t.ho Roglonal
Director outlining the position of the Rocovory Teas on the I)raft
BANWEMaster Plan (coo attachment).

As tho potontial exists at BANWRfor pen propagating Sonoran
pronghorn, all such avenues for propagation must be
investigated. In light of the successmet with breeding programs

~. ~ ~ ~



- ... ..--.-—,,. —‘rrr’~

at the Phoun i, x Zoo the Recovery Team rue’ snineudi; that di scu ssi ocis
be hold with the Phoenix Zoo for an addi t ional propagatton
program. Such a program I nvoiv I ng two propagatIon local: ions will
allow for exchange of proughorn For qurcetIc i ntegrity and will
uudoubtiy shorten time francs in propaqat lug a herd suitable for
release. Penned antelope v,tl 1 allow detailed studios of the
physiology off this unique subspecies. rt such propaciat ion
programs become a reality all areas of historic range and/or
hahi tat must be eva iuatod for potential to support a free roamiocj
herd. The Sonoran Pronghorn Antelope Recovery Team will hog I n
such an effort as soon as commi tments for propaciation can he
reached

In summary Lice Ec-ceovery Team rnqueuts that 1 ho Req ional ) t.-
Director sc~tic it propc)sa Lu from thu current study team for chose /
stod~os as outlined • In addI. t ion the Recovery Team recommends
that the Regional t)i rector lend support For propagat ion of (

Sonoran proughoru at the BANWR. The Recovery Team aiso
recommends that direct lines of communteat iou be open wl th the
Phoenix Zoo to pursue a propagation program.

ja closing the Sonoran Pronqhorn Ante lope Recovery Team
believes strongly that closer ties he made with the Rcpuhli C: of
Mexico to involve necessaryagencIes and Individuals with our
recovery efforts. Thu team suggests that the final report 01! the
Sonnran Ante lope Study be translated to spanish along with all
other pertinent studies, etc. and sent to the proper Mexican
authorIties. We also recommend that appropriate mdIviduals from
Mexico he given formal invitations and oncourageciteut for
attendance Ito a Ii further Recovery ‘Peam meetings. Thn team a.tsa
rebommends theIr oart I ci nal i nfl a •‘!‘j

1. I: in prc;ag:t ic..~~
and that release sites within Mexico be evaluated along with
those within the U.S.. Basically the Recovery Team believes more
direct cominunication must be opened with the Mexican
government. Personnel Nom the Organ Pipe Cactus National
Monument could assume this role for the Recovery Team if
appropriate and with the support of the Red i Onrc 1 of r~~,•l~r,r

I hope yell f i nd these mi nutes and recommendations of
value. If 1 or any member of the Sonoran Pronghorn Antelope
Recovery Team. can he of any further cue istauce please feat free
to contact me at any time.

Si ncerely,

Richard Remington
Sonoran Pronghorn Antelope Recovery Team
i’eacn Leader
3005 PacIfic Ave.
luma, Arizona 85365
(602) 344—3436



Namu _______________

Richard Remington

Jim dovos

Steve Van Riper

rlichele Monroe

Mica Shell

Jennifer Fowler—Propst

In Attendance

Address

3005 pacific Ave.
Yuma, AZ 85365

2222 W. (reenway Rd
Phoenix, AZ 85023

1611 N. 2nd Ave.
Aje, AZ. 85321

832 csO/DEEVN
Luko APR, AZ 85309

USFWS, PD Box 1306
Albuquerque, NM

87103

IJSl’WS PC Box 1306
Albtimjuerqoe , NM

87103

Affiliation

Recovery Team Loader
(Regional Game
Specialist, AG&l~’)

USIi’WS — CahezaPreita
NWR

U.S. Air Porco

USPWS— Office of
Endangered Species

USFWS — Refuges and
Wildl ife
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