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BLM_Possible_Inactive.xlsx
www.blm.gov_style_medialib_blm_wo_Planning_and_Renewable_Resources_wild_horses_and_burros_statistics_and_maps_holding__adoption.Par.19711.File.dat_HMAs and HAs March 2014.pdf

Hello Vanessa,  I’m currently using the “WHB_HMA_BLM” data
 (http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/wo/Communications_Directorate/public_affairs/landscape_approach/documents1.Par.38024.File.dat/updated%20BER%20catalog.pdf
 )    in an attempt to join the “Herd Area and Herd Management Area Statistics, as of March 1, 2014” table for values of the related to Min / Max AML and Estimated populations. 
 I have some questions because some of the records in the table seem as if they are coded incorrectly and some I am just unsure of.

I have included the BLM PDF Table and I have included a portion of my dataset tables (your dataset), modified to contain AML values fields and a AML mapping code.

The first issue deals with records that set Zero (0) values for the estimated populations, but have min and max AML limits.  When working with the USFS data I had similar cases
 and they informed me that USFS areas with Zero estimated populations that still containing min/max are considered active areas, just void of animal at this time.  I coded your
 areas that resemble this coding as “Possible Inactive”.  Do you believe these areas will be inactive our do you feel these areas should be coded like that of the USFS territories?  If
 so, your areas that meet this coding will actually code as “Within AML” at current due to zero estimated population (see-attached table Possible Inactive). If you can clarify this, it
 would be greatly appreciated.

Secondly, there are a few records that fall within Nevada that I need clarification on.

The following areas have the same issue;  Muddy Mountains, Silver Peak, and Marietta.  These areas list as a single herd type, be it Burro or Horse, but in fact have values listed for
 the opposite herd type estimated population.  Ex. Muddy Mountains list as a Burro herd, but list Zero’s for Burro min/max/Est pop and actually list a value in the Horse Est pop
 field.  I have assumed that these three records were miss coded as one herd type and I have changed those in the data to herd type = “Both”.  Do you feel this is correct or do you
 feel they may have just indicated the wrong herd type in general?  In other word, maybe Muddy Mountains should actually be classed as herd type = “Horse” if the burro fields has
 all zeros.  Any thought on this would be very helpful. (Please see BLM Herd Questions excel table)

Lastly, I am trying to sort out the Hickison area in Nevada.  This area too list both herd type values, but states that the record is for Burro only.  The problem with this record is the
 Horse values put the area “Over AML”, but the burro values put the area “Within AML”.  Do you think this record is recorded correctly and if so, how would you classify it.  I
 have to be able to represent the one area (one polygon) as either “Within AML or Over AML”.  If the horse value entered in the Est pop is incorrect the easy fix is classify as
 “Within AML” and remove the Est horse pop value.  If the record is in fact correct, I assume we should classify the area as above AML, because they have stated that Horse
 Min/Max should be Zero (0), but they estimate that 25 horses will actually use the area.  It would be very helpful to clarify this, as the USFS territory formerly named “Burro” is
 now considered managed within Hickison and that polygon needs to adopt the correct BLM values.  (Please see Hickison excel table)  Note: I have recorded this record in my copy
 of your data as, Herd = “Both”

 

Thank you for your time and assistance as I need to resolve these issue to further process these data.

Ed

-- 
Edwin Turner, Geographer
GIS Mapping and Analysis Branch
USFWS Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office
2177 Salk Ave. Suite 250
Carlsbad, CA  92008
760.431.9440  x266

Ed_Turner@fws.gov
760.431.9440 x266



AML_Map_Co HMA_NAME HMA_ID ADMIN_ST ADM_UNI
Over AML Marietta NV0316 NV BLM
Over AML Silver Peak NV0623 NV BLM
Over AML Muddy Mountains NV0503 NV BLM



ADMIN_AGCY HERD_TYPE MIN_H MAX_H MIN_B MAX_B EST_WH EST_WB
BLM Both 0 0 78 104 20 207
BLM Both 0 0 5 6 101 0
BLM Both 0 0 0 0 6 0



AML_Map_Co HMA_NAME HMA_ID ADMIN_ST ADM_UNIT_ADMIN_AGCY HERD_TYPE
Over AML Hickison NV0610 NV BLM BLM Both



MIN_H MAX_H MIN_B MAX_B EST_WH EST_WB
0 0 27 45 25 38



AML_Map_Code HMA_NAME HMA_ID ADMIN_ST ADM_UNIT_C
Possible Inactive Horse Mountain NV0308 NV BLM
Possible Inactive Palmetto NV0624 NV BLM
Possible Inactive Ash Meadows NV0509 NV BLM
Possible Inactive Amargosa Valley NV0511 NV BLM
Possible Inactive El Dorado Mountains NV0501 NV BLM
Possible Inactive Piper Mountain CA0656 CA BLM
Possible Inactive Lee Flat CA0652 CA BLM



ADMIN_AGCY HERD_TYPE MIN_H MAX_H MIN_B MAX_B EST_WH
BLM Horse 60 95 0 0 0
BLM Horse 46 76 0 0 0
BLM Burro 0 0 0 0 0
BLM Burro 0 0 0 0 0
BLM Burro 0 0 0 0 0
BLM Both 14 17 66 82 0
BLM Burro 0 0 12 15 0



EST_WB
0
0
0
0
0
0
0








































	DOC2435	"Turner, Ed" 3/26/2015 GRSG WHB_HMA_BLM data help, Thanks.pdf
	DOC2436	Attachment:1	BLM_Herd_Questions.xlsx
	DOC2437	Attachment:2	BLM_Hickison.xlsx
	DOC2438	Attachment:3	BLM_Possible_Inactive.xlsx
	DOC2439	Attachment:4	www.blm.gov_style_medialib_blm_wo_Planning_and_2.pdf




