From: Deibert, Pat

To: DElia, Jesse

Cc: Lief Wiechman

Subject: Re: proposed draft e-mail to the GIS/writing team
Date: Friday, February 27, 2015 9:59:52 AM

The short answer isyesto your last question. But let me read through all the notes, etc. and
seeif we need to clarify in the draft e-mail.

p

On Thu, Feb 26, 2015 at 4:04 PM, DElia, Jesse <jesse_delia@fws.gov> wrote:
Thanks Pat,

| think thisis agood e-mail, but | have a question regarding what layer they are using to do
the footprint analysis now; vs. the layer they will useto do the indirect effects analysis.
Shouldn't these be the same - i.e., based on the species distribution model? I'm not sure

how meaningful it will be to get acreage of direct impact using the range map - whichisat a
1:2,000,000 scale.

Are we simply asking them to continue to compile direct footprint layers that we will

overlay with abundance and distribution models later to get both the direct and indirect
acres?

Jesse

On Thu, Feb 26, 2015 at 2:58 PM, Deibert, Pat <pat_deibert@fws.gov> wrote:
Jesse and Lief - at last the long-promised e-mail. Let me know what you think - feel free to edit/change/etc. I'd liketo
get this out tomorrow to the different teams if possible.

thanks!

Asafollow-up to the call on Tuesday of this week, the species |lead team has proposed that we become the liaison
between the three key teams working on the species report - the GIS team, the writing team and the modeling team. We
hope this will facilitate communication and allow for more expedient resolution of any issues that might arise, smply

because we are involved in reviewing the products of all three teams. This "change”, and our outline for next steps, has
been agreed to by leadership.

GIS Team:

o Please continue to work on the footprints for the various chapters where we will be doing GIS overlays (e.g.
current oil/gas, current ag conversion, infrastructure, mining).

« Continue to use current range for mapping and for initial analysis (acresimpacted) WITH ONE EXCEPTION.
We have found a discrepancy with therangein MZ IV. It may be nothing, but we need to do our due diligence
and make sure that adjustments are not needed. We hope to have that resolved by mid-next-week and will
advise you of the results. So footprint mapping can continue in this MZ, but you might want to hold of on
doing any calculations as they may change.

« Aswe get the abundance and distribution models completed, we will also ask for your assistance in intersecting
with those layers. At that time will be doing additional analyses that will include the indirect effects
calculations. The SLT isworking on how that will proceed, so thisis aheads up only.

Writing team:



« Continue to work on the chapters and with the GI S team to achieve the footprint analyses.

« If you need GIS analyses beyond calculating the footprint of athreat please copy the SLT on that
correspondence. Thisissimply to ensure we are being consistent across al three teams and don't run into a
technical kerfluffle later.

« After we get the abundance and distribution models the GIS team will help overlay those layers with the
footprints. Then we will do calculations of indirect effects in the areas of high abundance. The SLT isworking
out the details of how that will be accomplished.

That's all for now. If you have questions please give one of usacall.

Thanks!

Pat Deibert, PhD

Certified Wildlife Biologist®

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5353 Y ellowstone Road, Suite 308A
Cheyenne, WY 82009
307-772-2374, ext. 226

got leks?

Jesse D'Elia, Ph.D.

Candidate Species Conservation Coordinator
Endangered Species Division, Pacific Regional Office
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

911 NE 11th Avenue, 4th Floor, Portland, OR 97232
503.231.2349 phone; 503.231.6243 fax
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