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Threat Priority 
Landscapes 

Priority Reason for 
Prioritization 

SubActivity 
(Conservation Action) 

Barriers to implementation 
and/or Level of Scientific 

Uncertainty 

Is expert 
elicitation 
needed? 

(Y/N) 
Minimize removal for native 
ungulate production 
 
Urbanization and 
recreational demands  

restoration 
• Uncertainty on the effects of climate 

change on restoration. 

Mining States include 
North Dakota, 
South Dakota, 
Colorado, 
Nevada, 
Wyoming,  and 
Utah. 
Sage-grouse 
management 
zones I, II, III, VI 

Tier 2 High severity, low 
acreage 

Mine reclamation with goal 
of sagebrush restoration 

• provisions in SMCRA regarding 
restoration 

• Addressing toxic leachates and impacts 
on habitat (and potentially birds) 

• Lack of sufficient resources for 
reclamation 

 

Recreation Range-wide 
but localized 

Tier 2 Low severity, 
dispersed 

Road and Trail Closure • Inability to resolve dispersed 
recreation 

 
Reroute Trail 

Urbanizatio
n 

Range-wide 
but localized 

Tier 2 Urbanization 
continues to 
cause permanent 
habitat loss, 
habitat 
degradation, and 
fragmentation. 
Urbanization also 
results in impacts 
from associated 
features (e.g., 

 • Insufficient political and financial 
support at the county and/or 
municipal level 

• Inconsistent implementation and 
enforcement of existing measures 

•  Lack of zoning and land use planning 
regulations 

 

Comment [DP4]: We may want to break this 
into two columns – barriers and level of uncertainty 
– for clarity.  While we are focusing on scientific 
uncertainty the addition of barrier information is 
very useful.  But I think putting both into the same 
column is confusing. 




