COLORADO DESERT WORKGROUP
of the
CALIFORNIA MOJAVE
RECOVERY IMPLEMENTATION TEAM

Recovery Action Plan: Online Appendix

Background & Supporting Information from the Spatial Decision Support System:
March 2013
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Chemehuevi Critical Habitat Unit
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Threat Ranking for Chemehuevi Critical Habitat
Unit

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to the Mojave desert
tortoise in the Chemehuevi critical habitat unit. Threats are ranked based on their overall contribution

to risk. These outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.

il and Gas Development -

Itility Lines and Corridars

|

Drought
Grazing -
Disease -

|

Temperature Extremes -

|

Human Access

|

Aqueducts
Fire Potential

Covokes & Feral Dogs -

Maotor Vehicles on Unpaved Roads =
Landfills -

Ravens -

ii

Invvasive Plants -
surface disturbance -

H
i

Shift in Habitat CompositionfLocation =

Mineral Development <00
Unpaved Roads {00
Captive Release or Escape 4
Mokor Wehicles OFf Route T T
Maotor Vehicles on Paved Roads {00 70
Railroads - T 1
Altered hydrology -
Toxicants < 0]
Garbage and Dumping = 1
Lrbanization < 1
Paved Roads ]
Fugitive Dust ]
Tourism and recreation areas -]

Agriculture

Paotential Conversion

Wild Horse & Burros
Historical Fire
Free-roaming Dogs
Military Operations

OHY events -

Open OHY area use -
zeothermal Energy Development -
‘Wwind Energy Development =
Solar Energy Development -

Mon-motorized Recreation = E Direct Threats [T Indirect Threats

LN NN LN BN B LA L B B NN BN L BN B B
0 200 400 600 &00 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 2200 2400 2600 2300 3000 3200

Contribution to risk to the population




Recovery Action Ranking for Chemehuevi Critical
Habitat Unit

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in the Chemehuevi critical habitat unit. Center symbols of each bar indicate the average estimated
effectiveness, and endpoints indicate potential high and low estimated effectiveness for each action

type. These outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.
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Chuckwalla Critical Habitat Unit
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Threat Ranking for Chuckwalla Critical Habitat
Unit

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to the Chuckwalla critical
habitat unit. Threats are ranked based on their overall contribution to risk. These outputs come

directly from the spatial decision support system
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Recovery Action Ranking for Chuckwalla Critical
Habitat Unit

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in the Chuckwalla critical habitat unit. Center symbols of each bar indicate the average estimated
effectiveness, and endpoints indicate potential high and low estimated effectiveness for each action

type. These outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.
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Threat Ranking for Joshua Tree National Park

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to Joshua Tree National
Park. Threats are ranked based on their overall contribution to risk. These outputs come directly from

the spatial decision support system
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Recovery Action Ranking for Joshua Tree National
Park

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in Joshua Tree National Park. Center symbols of each bar indicate the average estimated
effectiveness, and endpoints indicate potential high and low estimated effectiveness for each action
type. These outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.
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Threat Ranking for Pinto Mountains ACEC

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to Pinto Mountains ACEC.
Threats are ranked based on their overall contribution to risk. These outputs come directly from the

spatial decision support system
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Recovery Action Ranking for Pinto Mountains
ACEC

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in Pinto Mountains ACEC. Center symbols of each bar indicate the average estimated effectiveness,
and endpoints indicate potential high and low estimated effectiveness for each action type. These
outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.
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Threat Ranking for the Colorado Desert

Workgroup Area

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to the Mojave desert
tortoise in the Colorado Desert workgroup area. Threats are ranked based on their overall

contribution to risk. These outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.
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Recovery Action Ranking for the Colorado Desert

Workgroup Area

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in the Colorado Desert workgroup area. Center symbols of each bar indicate the average estimated
effectiveness, and endpoints indicate potential high and low estimated effectiveness for each action
type. These outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.
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