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Hermes Reef, Lisanski Island, French Frigate Shoals, Gardner Pinnacles, Laysan Island,

Necker Island, and Nihoa Island. Comments were included that provided various

suggestions as to what islands and how far out to sea the designation should include. There

are certain biological criteria that must be met in order to be considered critical habitat

including: "space for individual population growth and for normal behavior; food, water, air,

light minerals or physiological requirements; cover or shelter; sites for breeding,

reproduction, rearing of offspring, germinator or seed dispersal; and generally, habitats that

are protected from disturbance or are representative of the historic geographical and

ecological distributions of listed species," (Federal Register 1986).

Just two years after the original designation of critical habitat, reevaluation of habitat

was considered in a new Rules and Regulations record in the Federal Register on May 26,

1988. NMFS wanted to move critical habitat out to 20 fathoms (36.6 m) in order to include

habitats that might need special management or protection. NMFS also suggested including

Maro Reef in the critical habitat designation (Federal Register 1988). Because of the issues in

the previous ruling out to 10 fathoms, NMFS assessed designated distance to ensure that 10

fathoms would provide the most beneficial distance protection for the Hawaiian monk seal.

When NMFS proposed the regulation to extend protection out to 20 fathoms, all

commenters supported the ruling expect the State of Hawaii. Hawaiian government officials

did not feel that sufficient scientific evidence was provided to change the designation out to

20 fathoms. Additionally, they were not satisfied with the originally ruling; again saying that

scientific basis was not present to justify the need for proposed critical habitat. Supporters of

the new ruling include: U.S. Department of the Interior, the Humane Society of the United

States, the Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund, Greenpeace, the Committee for Humane

Legislation, the Center for Environmental Education and one citizen (Federal Register
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1988). NMFS evaluated current scientific studies, biological information, public comments,

recommendations made by the Recovery Team and the Marine Mammal Commission, and

comments on the Supplemental Environmental Impact Staternent to determine if the monk

seal's habitat range remained consistent with the definition of "critical habitat".

Of biggest concern was how the Hawaiian economy might be affected. Federal

agencies are in charge of monitoring human activities in critical habitat; funding and

authorization is their responsibility as well. These agencies must also consult with the NMFS

of any actions they may be taking to ensure that Hawaiian monk seals are not harmed in

anyway. Included in this ruling are maps of each island labeled as critical habitat (Federal

Register 1988).

August 2007 brought many changes to current conservation efforts being put forth

at that time. A five year review of the standing of the monk seal as well as the creation of a

new recovery plan was announced in the Federal Register on August 22, 2007. A review of a

species allows the NMFS to look at current scientific data, to either remove a species from

the list (delisting) or reclassify a species, from endangered to threatened or vice versa

(Federal Register 2007)Scientific support for review can come from five different categories

including: (A) species biology such as, "population trends, distribution, abundance,

demographics, and genetics"; (B) habitat conditions such as, "amount, distribution, and

suitability"; (C) conservation efforts in use to aid the species; "(D) status and trends of

threats; and (E) other new information data or corrections including, but not limited to ,

taxonomic or nomenclatural changes, identification of erroneous information contained in

the List, and improve analytical methods" (Federal Register 2007). Upon completion of the
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