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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) 
conserve sage-
grouse and their 
habitat was 
identified as a 
primary threat 
leading to the 
warranted but 
precluded finding. 

Plan political boundaries vs. biological or 
threat boundaries 

 
County Gov’t Plan 
Local Gov’t Plan 
Programatic CCA 
Programatic CCAA 
WAWFWA Management 
Zone Regional Mitigation 
Strategies 

Grazing Range-wide Tier 3:  
Localized-
substantial 

Low severity, 
dispersed 

Allotment Closure   
Improved Grazing Practices 
Road Closure 

Isolated/S
mall Size 

States include 
North and 
South Dakota, 
Colorado, 
Utah, Oregon, 
Washington, 
California and 
portions of 
Idaho and 
Nevada.   Sage-
grouse 
management 
zones I, II, III, 
IV, V, VI, VII 

Tier 3   • Insufficient connectivity 
• Incomplete understanding of causal 

factors for low populations 
• Uncertainty regarding value of small 

populations to the 3 Rs 

 

Free- States include Tier 3 Enforcing existing Population Control • Maintaining horse herds at AML has  

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. 




