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Threat Ranking for Beaver Dam Slope Critical
Habitat Unit

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to the Mojave desert
tortoise in the Beaver Dam Slope 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 Beaver Dam Slope
Critical Habitat Unit

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in the Beaver Dam Slope 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 Grand Canyon National Park

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to Grand Canyon 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 Grand Canyon

National Park

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in Grand Canyon 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 Grand Canyon-Parashant

National Monument

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to Grand Canyon-
Parashant National Monument. Threats are ranked based on their overall contribution to risk. These

outputs come directly from the spatial decision support system.

Historical Fire -

Garazing -

Drought -

Disease -

Motor Yehicles OFF Route -
Temperature Extremes -

|

Hi
|

Surface disturbance -

|

Human Access -
Covotes & Feral Dogs -

Fire Pokential

’

Invasive Planks

Shift in Habitat Composition/Locakion -
Ravens

Maotor Wehicles on Paved Roads -
Toxicanks -

Altered hvdrology -

1L
1|

Captive Release or Escape -

Paved Roads -

Makor Yehicles on Unpaved Roads -
Garbage and Dumping

i

Tourism and recreation areas -
Unpaved Roads -
Fugikive Dusk

“H:Eu

Mineral Development -
Agriculbure -

Wild Horse & Burros -
Patential Corversion -

QOHY events -

Open OHY area use -
Aqueducts -

Geokhermal Energy Development -
Wind Energy Development -
Solar Energy Development -
Free-roaming Dogs =
Railroads -

LItiliky Lines and Corridors -
Mon-motorized Recreation -
Landfills

il and Gas Development
Urbanization -

P Direct Threats [ Indirect Threats

S0 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600 650 700 750 800 850 900 950 1000
Contribution to risk to the population

Military Operations -

=




Recovery Action Ranking for Grand Canyon-

Parashant National Monument

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in Grand Canyon-Parashant National Monument. 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 Lake Mead National

Recreation Area

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to Lake Mead National
Recreation 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 Lake Mead National

Recreation Area

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in Lake Mead National Recreation 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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Threat Ranking for Virgin Slope ACEC

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to Virgin Slope 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 Virgin Slope ACEC

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in Virgin Slope 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.

Restore Habitat

Remave grazing (close allokments)

Decrease predatar access to human subsidies —

Targeted predatar conkral —

Erwironmental Education —

Inskall and maintain human barriers (wildland-orban inkerface) —
Increase law enforcement —

"

> o
NS S E—
Restore roads (vertical mulching-roads) — ——a
Manage disease in wild population ——-O—-—r_»
Sign and Fence protected areas — ==
Sign Designated Routes —a—(}—u
Install and maintain human barriers (preserves) —J—O—u
Inskall and maintain kortoise batrier Fencing — O
Designate and close roads (travel management plan)  —ee—e
Fire management planning and implementation —i—¢—n
Manage disease in captive population (permitking) —i—Q—n
Control dogs —p—dg—o
T T 1
u} 10 20 30

Restrick OHY events

Minirnize wild horse and burro impacts

Landfill management

Land acquisition

Install and maintain tortoise barriers (open OHY areas)

apeed limiks

Restare habitat (koxicantsfunexploded ordinance)
Connect habitat (culvertsjunderpasses)

Restore habitat {garbage clean up)

‘ithdraw mining

40 S0 &0 FO 80 90 100 110 120 130 140
Reduction in Risk




1

1

s 2279 m ? A
e o UTIAZ A Y Kolob Terrace 89
~ | \
& ~ Workgroup Beaver Dam 3
3 S | Slope Critical
& Habitat Unit" Zior L2t
Washin gton National Kang
Park
2340 m : dane
s Washington >
George Sand Holloy b3
£ 7 Stat g.Park . 2244 'm ralPink
s 59 m sand Dunes 89
p State Park
! 2151 m
2 1449 m Virgin
S|0pe 7
] 25642'm ACEC 1955 m v\ Anieiope ey v‘l
a Grand o
. o A P Canyon-Parashant =
£ g Nq_tiona[ Monument- Q
o rt Natioal LR - 1933 m Q
Wildiife Refuge 1000 m Lake Mead < m & 1773'm
ey alle : ¥ :
gl Gt Fire National ~
" ""Recreation Area 3 »
2116m 2059 m « 24474
\'.‘-“.'— 3 \.wl‘ N —\ 1798 m 3 ;J‘-: f| H:l ”_
wt’ Parashar . Jation,
o National Min © x S Park
g e v 1
¢ S 5
NorthA as i\ ~'Lake Mead & ‘s
Vegas e 061 M, ational 1755 G o)
Sunrise’ o Recreation Area, 7 ra
B35 Manor
atadise X 1840 m
Henderson 626 m 2104 m
215 B oul dex
City 1659m
i % 4 0 125 25 Kilometers Redland}
_:\\.‘. E. - W H T 0 125 25 Miles \Iilrﬁ.ﬁii’: ;r:.gl




Threat Ranking for the UT/AZ Workgroup Area
Workgroup Area

The direct and indirect effects of each potential threat to an increase in risk to the Mojave desert
tortoise in UT/AZ 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 UT/AZ
Workgroup Area

Recovery action types are ranked based on their overall contribution to decreasing risk to the tortoise
in UT/AZ 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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